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I THE ISRAEL-ARAB W AR has tapered off to an uneasy cease­
fire interrupted by armed flare-ups. Israel now occupies almost all 
Egyptian territory east of Suez, a large part of Jordan, and part 
of Syria. Moshe Dayan and his mentor, Ben Gurion, are Israel’s 
heroes of the moment. Dayan was also strategist and executor 
of the 1956 surprise attack, which certainly won a temporary 
j military victory but ended in political fiasco. 1967 is unlikely 
to have any better result for Israel in the long run unless there 
is a rapid and far-reaching political change.
I» A major aim of Israel and imperialist strategy, as in 1956,
was the downfall of Nasser, the Syrian government and other anti­
imperialist Arab regimes. T his failed and the Arab nations are 
more than ever convinced of the need to take an anti-imperialist 
path. Their hostility to the United States is stronger than ever. 
If the Arabs see Israel as part of the United States’ attack on Arabs’ 
national independence and aspirations, this is not unnatural.
T he Australian press, typically, has tried to cover up the signi­
ficance of United Nations’ voting on the Middle East. Yet every 
significant Asian and African country voted against Israel; only 
I the United States, Australia and 15 other countries joined Israel 
in abstaining from the latest U N  vote that again condemned the 
occupation of Jerusalem by 99 to nil.
Hegel wrote that “tragedy consists, not in the conflict between 
right and wrong, but in the conflict between right and right”. 
, The M iddle East crisis is certainly affected by the conflict between  
* Israel’s right to national existence, and the right of the Palestine 
Arabs to live in their homeland from which they were driven in 
1948. Over a m illion Arab refugees were driven out of Palestine 
*n 1948; today, their numbers are swollen by hundreds of 
j thousands more forcibly driven out of occupied Arab territories.
However, the basic cause of the M iddle East conflict definitely 
*es in the conflict between right and wrong, the struggle of the 
Arabs for national independence against Western imperialism. 
tK C cartels ta^e at least $1,000 m illion profit annually from 
 ̂ the Middle East, most going to the US monopolies. T he United  
tates, taking over from Britain and France, tried to maintain 
Political and military supremacy by establishing reactionary regimes 
afld using the Sixth Fleet and military bases.
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By 1959, the balance of forces had definitely swung against 
imperialism; the Bagdad Pact had disintegrated and its successor, 
CENTO , had proved largely ineffective. National revolutionary 
movements have arisen all over the Middle East and have suc­
ceeded in several of the more important Arab countries. The 
Arabs’ national revolutionary movement has evoked fear and 
hostility from the United States, which stops at nothing to protect 
its oil interests. This is why the USSR has helped the Arab 
countries to protect themselves from imperialist attacks in the 
past, and is today giving them new economic, political and military 
aid.
In 1951, Mossadegh of Iran (a Middle Eastern, though not 
an Arab nation) nationalised foreign o il concerns. A few months 
later he was overthrown in a military coup now openly admitted 
as engineered by the CIA. In 1958, the Americans landed in 
Lebanon and threatened Syria; in 1963, Kassim of Iraq was 
murdered the day after he announced his intention to nationalise 
foreign oil installations. Syria’s 1967 nationalisation of the oil 
pipeline was soon followed by American efforts to overthrow 
the government, co-ordinated with Israeli military attacks and 
air-raids on Damascus.
Israel’s co-ordination with Western, particularly US, attacks 
upon the Arab national liberation movement, is sometimes justified 
as a forced alliance with anyone who will help a beleaguered 
country. However, Israel’s ruling policy has been one of decisive 
pro-Western, pro-American alignment, supporting United States 
imperialism not only against the Arabs but also in Vietnam, in 
the United Nations and in opposition to the socialist countries. 
This whole policy has estranged Israel from its neighbors and its 
potential friends, and unless it is changed Israel w ill always be 
at odds with its neighbors.
T he first essential step towards peace and co-operation is 
immediate and unconditional withdrawal from all occupied terri­
tory. T he second step is for Israel to accept a non-aligned position, 
renunciation of support for American policies in the M iddle East, 
and negotiation of Arab recognition of Israel’s right to national 
existence, the right of the Palestine Arabs to choose return to 
their homeland or receive compensation, and equality of Jews 
and Arabs in Israel.
Any other policy will lead to growing dependence upon the 
United States, West Germany and a few other regimes without 
prestige or capacity. And dependence upon the United States leads 
to unexpected problems.
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EVEN MR. H O L T  may be discovering that “A ll the W ay” means 
a bit further than he thought. W hen Mr. McNamara returned to 
Washington from his ninth and gloomiest Saigon visit, he virtually 
pronounced a death sentence on an unknown number of young 
Australian conscripts. Those already there must be ‘used more 
effectively’, while more men are to be requisitioned from the 
‘allies’, as imperial Rome levied its vassals.
Vietnam has already been the graveyard of many military and 
political reputations. Generals have come and gone; Harkins, 
Wheeler, M axwell Taylor, Sharp. Now Westmoreland is implicitly 
criticised in McNamara’s demand for more effective use of US 
forces. American political figures have fared no better. Cabot 
Lodge had two ‘tours of duty’, to no avail. He and Lansdale were 
shifted because their ‘pacification’ failed, but the new ‘pacification’ 
measures have virtually collapsed. T he Saigon ‘government’ is in 
scarcely better shape. McNamara himself may be near the end 
of the political road; even Johnson is running short of time.
Military failure is obvious, even though the U nited States 
has brought enormous power to bear upon Vietnam, including 
the Seventh Fleet and part of the Sixth. It is using 4,300 modern 
aircraft, including nearly half the US Army's helicopters; 3,000 
heavy artillery pieces, and infantry equipped with weapons that 
the Americans claim as the most modern in the world. It has 
dropped more bombs than were dropped in Europe in W orld War 
II, and added large-scale chemical and gas warfare.
T he Americans have tried many different strategies and tactics. 
In 1963 they introduced the heliborne tactic; in early 1964 the 
tactic of attacks with armored cars was used; in  late 1964, massed 
use of the puppet army; in 1965 the US used combined naval, 
ground and air forces. In 1966 and 1967 the Americans launched 
a series of ‘search and destroy’ and ‘pacification’ operations. One 
after another, there were proclaimed as great victories — 
Attleboro, Cedar Falls, Gadsden, Junction City and Tershying. But 
the nett result is failure. T he Sydney Morning Herald's corres­
pondent, Margaret Jones, writes:
"The Pentagon claims its search-and-destroy operations are very 
successful, but correspondents in the field report that areas like 
the Iron Triangle from the which the Vietcong were swept early 
this year, are now back in communist hands.” (S.M.H., 5 /7 /67)
T he latest assault on Da Nang (July 14th), with its loss of 
dozens of planes, 200 casualties, and the simultaneous release of 
1.200 guerrilla prisoners nearby, showed the impossibility of secur- 
tug US positions.
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Margaret Jones’ already quoted article supplies the answer 
to why the Americans are losing the war. She writes: “Some corres­
pondents in the battle area are calling the war unwinnable, because 
the roots of revolution are deep in the peasantry . . . ” T he  
Vietnamese, by no means foolish optimists, are confident of victory. 
T he Vietnam Courier (June 5th) writes:
“T he Vietnamese people’s struggle w ill go through difficulties and 
hardships, but we are resolved to fight until complete victory. 
One hundred thousand or several hundred thousand additional 
American troops can in no way save the US from defeat.”
T he heroic and expert fight of the Vietnamese people is the 
main cause for this certainty of victory. A not unimportant factor 
is the political consequences within the United States of an appar­
ently endless vista of a war that garners neither honor nor victory
A USTRALIA FACES T H E  SAME perspective, even if on a smaller 
scale. More troops, more casualties, more taxes, more price rises, 
more crises in education, more decline in social services— and more 
questioning of the war, the foreign policy behind it, and the 
wisdom of a government that has sacrificed all independence and 
freedom of action.
Stresses and strains caused by government policies are pro­
foundly influenced by the Vietnam commitments. Internal contra­
dictions within the government are sharpening, going deeper than 
personality clashes or Liberal Party manoeuvring to cut the 
Country Party down to size. T hey are policy differences that go 
deep, affecting trade, rural policy and foreign investment.
Controversy over the Basic Industries Group is surely one of 
the strangest political incidents of recent years. N o one w ill admit 
to knowing anything about it, except the ‘extremely rich’ Mr. 
C. W. Russell. T he Prime M inister knows nothing; Mr. McEwen, 
who started it all off by his blistering attack, is now emulating 
Brer Rabbit and lying low. Mr. McMahon seems to know more 
than most, if one follows the old political maxim: Never believe 
a rumor until it’s been officially denied.
T he last has not been heard of BIG or of the deep policy 
differences within Cabinet and the government parties. And the 
agonising decisions facing the government over Vietnam, the 
Budget, trade policy and the industrial situation will stoke the 
fires.
T H E  LABOR M OVEM ENT can turn these divisions to its advan­
tage, if it develops a much more dynamic policy of exposure,
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confrontation and action. On the industrial scene, union unrest 
is rising to new heights. 400,000 metal workers’ are about to 
stop work, hundreds of thousands more will protest over the total 
wage decision, postal workers are acting both for improved con­
ditions and in answer to high-handed government authoritari­
anism. Predictable government decisions on Vietnam can be 
answered by vigorous action for a real peace policv, and the 
Budget could be met by a serious criticism of the government’s 
whole economic policy and advancing a socialist alternative for 
a new radical program of struggle for reform and social change. 
These are the real issues of policy that were and w ill be discussed 
at the series of Labor Party, communist and trade union con­
ferences that began in June and will end in September.
T he Labor Party conferences were inconclusive. In Melbourne, 
Mr. W hitlam ’s intemperate attacks strengthened the left rather 
than weakened it. In Sydney, the right held on to control, though 
its margin was not always secure despite some dubiously inflated 
delegations from unions committed to the machine. South Australia 
was mainly concerned with the problem of m aintaining the State 
government, while in Perth the advances made by the W hitlam  
group may be more apparent than real.
A curious feature of Labor Party conferences is that the 
differences are usually fought out on apparently secondary issues. 
T hus, tickets, positions and organisational questions take first 
place. T he W hitlam probes against Vietnam policy were not 
pressed, and Mr. Barnard corrected his Saigon ‘indiscretion’. A 
tacit compromise on Vietnam appears possible at the Federal 
Conference, in which the left wdl hold more than it concedes, 
but the right w ill bargain on having the numbers later on to 
interpret’ policy in its own way.
Mr. W hitlam ’s main emphasis just now seems to be on a new 
image of a streamlined modern organisational structure, backed 
up by a youthful, vigorous leadership in parliament and party. 
From outside, it appears that the plan for reorganisation is mainly 
concerned with increasing the weight of NSW in the Federal 
Conference, and so changing the balance in favor of the right. 
Unfortunately, NSW  is scarcely the best advertisement for the 
dynamic image. Old, tired, conservative, rigid, anti-intellectual 
are better descriptions of the NSW leadership than the Victorian, 
whatever the latter’s real or imagined weaknesses may be. Mr. 
Colbourne seems the authentic image of the NSW machine.
T he NSW branch earlier this year tried to ban its members 
1 from peace activity, and renewed this effort by the narrow margin 
° f 30 votes at the June Conference. T he machine’s weight was 
thrown against certain executive members regarded as left of 
centre not only to assert right domination in general, but also
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to get the numbers for the Electoral College that was to pre­
select the NSW Senate candidates. It was an open secret that 
Senators Murphy and McLelland were marked for the axe, in 
favor of two older and much less talented candidates. This was 
another example of the NSW  machine’s preference for yes-men 
rather than young men of ability and vigor who take Labor Party 
policy seriously. Since the NSW  executive is Mr. W hitlam ’s main 
prop, its activities cast some doubt on his image-building. Although  
the rightwing was supremely confident— a ‘victory party’ had been 
organised for the evening that turned into a wake— the electoral 
college gave McLelland and Murphy the first two positions.
T he struggle in the Labor Party still seems evenly balanced, 
and probably there will be little change after the Federal Con­
ference in Adelaide. The basic policy issues will remain unsettled.
T H E COM M UNIST PARTY CONGRESS gave its main attention 
to policy, although also deciding important proposals on Party 
structure and rules. Both had been circulated for wide discussion 
some seven months before Congress assembled. W hen the 159 
delegates took their seats, they knew what the basic issues were, 
and knew the general views of their electors on these. There 
was no wide gulf between two groups as have developed in the 
Labor Party— there was a wide range of basic unity on aims, 
methods and tasks.
This by no means precluded debate, differences and contro­
versy, of which there was enough to hold every delegate’s interest 
to the end. This basic unity did ensure that differences did not 
harden into irreconcilable positions, factions or tickets, but that 
all main decisions were debated out and finally adopted unani­
mously or by wide margins.
These decisions included endorsement of the Party’s analysis 
of the significance of technological change and its effects on social 
structure and class forces, adoption of the aim of working towards 
a coalition of the left, and the aims and general principles of 
striving for unity of the labor movement as the centre of this 
coalition. T he Congress reaffirmed the Party’s support for the 
Vietnamese people’s struggle against US imperialism as the main 
task in the struggle for peace, and as a vital part of the struggle 
for social advance in Australia.
im portant changes were made in the Party Constitution, all 
designed to strengthen party democracy and create new conditions 
ior a vigorous Party life. T he aim of building a mass Communist 
Party wr.„ endorsed, and decisions adopted setting out the methods 
of working towards this aim.
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Decisions were taken for a vigorous drive to develop and 
explain the Party’s ideas and policies on all the main issues con­
fronting Australians, including a much deeper analysis and re­
search into Australian society. Publication of a book, pamphlets 
and brochures was decided on, and new methods of promoting 
marxist study and analysis w ithin the Party and publicity were 
adopted.
T he 2 1st Communist Party Congress may be estimated in 
the future as marking an important step forward for the Party 
itself, the left as a whole, and the labor movement.
TECHNOLOGICAL AND O T H E R  SOCIAL CHANGES, placing 
new issues before all classes and political trends, raise the most 
vital questions for Australian unionism. T he Communist Party 
Congress suggested that modern unionism should assert the rights 
of employees not only to higher wages, shorter hours and social 
security, but also to education, individual dignity and democratic 
control of decisions now made in huge and impersonal concerns, 
run by high paid bureaucrats, in both monopoly and govern­
ment enterprises. It suggested that unionism needed closer co­
operation between industrial and white-collar unions, amalgam­
ation and other improvements of union organisation. T he essential 
ieature of such organisational improvement should be grass-roots 
democracy, initiative of workplace organisation and individual 
unions, not bureaucratic control by a small body of conservatives 
at the centre. Modern unionism  must be militant, democratic and 
assertive of the new demands of today’s workers. T h e contention  
of lines in the union movement, the struggle between right and 
left, centres precisely on these issues.
T he forthcoming Congress of the Australian Council of Trade 
Unions will debate these issues. W hile the conservative right may 
be well prepared in control of votes, it has nothing to advance in 
Jhe realm of ideas, policy or dynamism in building the unions. 
Jts policy, confined to legalism, arbitration, behind-the-scenes 
Manoeuvring and passive unions controlled by high paid officials, 
ls in deep crisis following the total wage decisions, the prolonged  
Margins case and other arbitration failures.
In these circumstances, only the most determined minority 
opponents of action on the A C TU  executive voted against a 
Protest action on the total wage, and the whole executive supported 
|he Metal Trades margins stoppage, albeit with as many quali- 
••cations and restrictions as the majority could impose.
A ll these issues, rather than mechanical majorities ensured 
“y AW U affiliation, w ill influence the course of the A C TU  
Congress and the future of Australian unionism.
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VIETNAM— 
THE PROSPECTS?
Malcolm Salmon, who revisited North Vietnam in May, 
is interviewed by ALR.
Question: In the current strug­
gle in Vietnam, how much does 
Vietnamese history determine 
attitudes?
Answer: One is tempted to say: 
Absolutely. A point which it 
seems to me is insufficiently 
grasped outside Vietnam is that 
in the minds of the chief ac­
tors, the Vietnamese, this strug­
gle is predominantly a national 
struggle, a struggle for the 
rights of the Vietnamese 
nation. The fact that victory 
for the Vietnamese would en­
hance socialist and neutralist 
influence in South-east Asia, 
and would be a reverse for 
imperialism, is secondary for 
them. This is the essential 
social and political fact which 
is obscured by such formula­
tions as “communist aggres­
sion,” or Sir Robert Menzies’ 
“southward thrust of Chinese 
communism,” or a thousand 
and one other such formula­
tions which not only grossly 
distort but also grossly exag­
gerate the international refer­
ence of the struggle in Viet­
nam.
One Vietnamese spokesman 
put it to me: “This is the last 
war we will have to fight. War 
w ill not be for our children.” 
W hen he said “the last war” 
he meant the last of nearly 
2,000 years of wars against 
foreign occupation— by Chinese 
and Mongols, French and 
Japanese, and now Americans. 
T hat kind of historical per­
spective is the property of 
every Vietnamese. For them the 
struggle now unfolding in re- 
sistence to American aggression 
is “merely” the latest, greatest 
and most mature of a whole 
series of independence strug­
gles which have occurred across 
the history of the country. The  
experience of this long period 
is present, one can say, in all 
Vietnamese policies and atti­
tudes in relation to the war.
Q,: Demands for counter-esca­
lation by the USSR have been 
made in the West. How are
8
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these demands assessed in Viet­
nam?
A.: The Vietnamese are parti­
sans of a policy of “lim iting  
the war,” as they put it. They  
want to limit the war to Viet­
nam, and, in Vietnam, to South 
Vietnam, the real seat of the 
present conflict. Hence their 
prime demand: stopping the 
bombing of the North. T im e  
and again I was told that they 
want to prevent the war from 
spreading to China and the 
Soviet Union. I was told ex­
plicitly and on several occa­
sions that a world war arising 
over Vietnam would not im­
prove Vietnam’s situation, or 
anyone else’s. This danger is a 
factor always present in their 
thinking, and not least in con­
nection with socialist support 
and aid. Clearly, their estimate 
of the likely US reaction in the 
event of the Soviet Union  
transforming the Vietnam issue 
into a straight nuclear con*- 
frontation with the US is not 
nearly as sanguine as some 1 
have heard expressed outside 
Vietnam.
As things stand, Prime M inis­
ter Pham Van D ong told me 
(interview published in Trib­
une, June 14) that “all the 
socialist countries— the Soviet 
Union, China and the others
are supporting us and aiding 
us with all their strength.”
This is not to say that there 
are absolutely no difficulties in 
relations with the socialist 
countries in connection with
support and aid. But such diffi­
culties, in the view of the Viet­
namese, are secondary factors, 
to be dealt with in strictly bi­
lateral talks between the parties 
concerned. For example, my 
impression is that it was a re­
sult of just such talks as these 
between the Vietnamese and 
the Chinese that not many 
months ago certain difficulties 
in the flow of Soviet aid 
through China were ironed out.
An important element over­
looked in the argument for all- 
out counter-escalation by the 
Soviet 'Union is Vietnamese 
independence— that is, Viet­
namese independence in rela­
tions with Vietnam ’s friends. 
Anyone familiar with the Viet­
namese reality knows that this 
is a very important element 
indeed. It is the firm view of 
the Vietnamese that it is V iet­
namese first of all who have 
the right to make decisions on 
the conduct of the war, not 
Russians, Chinese or anyone 
else.
In general, one can say that 
of course the Russians could 
“do more” for the Vietnamese. 
So could all the other socialist 
countries. So could we in Aus­
tralia. But in the matter of 
aid from socialist countries it 
is the Vietnamese who decide 
what ought to be done. In to­
day’s circumstances, the Viet­
namese say repeatedly that 
they are perfectly satisfied with 
the state of affairs regarding 
support and aid. There seems 
little reason why their friends
9
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outside Vietnam should not 
take their word for it.
Q.: Hawks in the USA claim  
that protest movements, such 
as those in Australia give North  
Vietnam an impression that it 
can achieve victory through the 
collapse of government in the 
USA, Australia, and so on. 
W hat do the North Vietnamese 
know about the protest move­
ments and how do they regard 
them?
A.:I found the Vietnamese very 
well-informed about the protest 
movements, especially that in  
the United States. I also found  
them entirely without illusions 
about “winning the war in 
W ashington.” T he hawkish ar­
gument referred to is a false 
and wicked one, designed to 
frighten and to paralyse the 
action of people in the Western 
countries who are politically  
and morally opposed to the 
Vietnam war. One sees it in 
its true light when one talks 
with the Vietnamese leaders 
about how they actually believe 
they will win the war. These 
men are not amateurs or dilet­
tantes of war— they have no  
mean experience of it. They  
know that war is primarily a 
military phenomenon, and that 
it is in military terms, taken 
in conjunction with political 
factors at home and abroad, 
that wars are won and lost.
It is their military and politi­
cal successes in Vietnam upon 
which they count to persuade
the Americans t.o desist from  
their aggression. International 
factors can have a beneficent 
influence (or otherwise) on the 
struggle. But they are and will 
remain secondary to the evolu­
tion of events on the ground in 
Vietnam. Indeed, the Vietnam ­
ese are acutely aware that the 
international climate surround­
ing the war is to some extent 
conditioned by the course of 
military operations. One spokes­
man put it to me: “W e deeply 
appreciate the aid of the social­
ist countries. But to merit it, 
and to continue to have it, we 
must fight w ell.” N o doubt they 
would expect the protest move­
ment in the capitalist coun­
tries to rise as they score more 
m ilitary successes of the kind 
they have been recording in 
recent months, especially in the 
fighting just below the 17th 
parallel.
Pham Van Dong summed up 
the Vietnamese attitude on this 
question when he told me: “T o  
the extent that the people of 
the United States, white and 
black come to realise that this 
war is a dirty war, that it is 
causing the US losses through­
out the world; to the extent 
that they are worried about it, 
and see that they must strug­
gle against it, we think this is 
a good thing. T o  that extent 
they are doing their duty as 
men of progress, working for 
the national interests of the 
US, properly understood. If 
they win, good luck to them. 
W e applaud them. But we have
10
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no illusions about counting on 
their activities to win the war.” 
In a word, the Vietnamese see 
the protest movement against 
the war as primarily helpful to 
the countries in which it 
arises, while they value highly 
the support it provides for 
them in their struggle.
When I expressed to a rep­
resentative of the Vietnam Lao 
Dong Party the view of the 
Communist Party of Australia 
that the struggle in our coun­
try against the Vietnam war 
was vital to Australia’s national 
future, and was by no means 
merely a matter of extending  
support to the Vietnamese, he 
was particularly appreciative. 
He intimated that not all par­
ties at all times had made this 
kind of appraisal of the signifi­
cance of the struggle against 
the Vietnam war.
Q-: A few months ago you 
wrote on Vietnam in ALR and 
said that there would be com­
promises in the course of a 
settlement in Vietnam. Do you 
still hold the same view?
A.: I agree with W ilfred Bur­
chett who wrote in his latest 
book, Vietnam North: “So far 
neither Hanoi nor Washington 
has realistically set out the 
steps that could be taken to 
end the war." There is a school 
°f thought which holds that 
eyen to breathe the word com­
promise is to betray the V iet­
namese people. Adherents of 
this school of thought display
a ferocious readiness to wage 
war, as it were by proxy, until 
the last Vietnamese. The ap­
proach of such sidelines strate­
gists is a m illion miles from 
that of the Vietnamese leaders, 
who are acutely conscious of 
the suffering caused their 
people by the war, and who 
will not permit the war to go 
on one minute longer than is 
absolutely necessary to guaran­
tee the national rights of Viet­
nam.
T he essential condition for 
a peace settlement is that the 
US should decide to abandon 
its project to dominate South 
Vietnam. As I have said above, 
the Vietnamese believe this dê  
cision will be reached primarily 
as a result of military-political 
developments in Vietnam. But 
the US is still a good, long way 
from reaching this decision. 
T he Vietnamese warned me re­
peatedly that the war will be­
come intense in the time ahead, 
that there w ill be new steps in 
escalation. So, the essential ele­
ment for a settlement being 
absent, it is natural that each 
side should still be making as 
it were maximal demands. That 
is what diplomacy is like. 
Present stances on both sides, 
as Burchett says, are not al­
together “realistic.”
Once the Americans have 
made it clear that they are pre­
pared to concede Vietnamese 
independence, all kinds of new 
diplomatic positions— say on 
the how and when of American 
military withdrawal from South
11
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Vietnam—will become pos­
sible. Having said that, it 
should be added that the V iet­
namese official positions as they 
stand, both that of the Demo­
cratic Republic in the North 
and that of the National 
Liberation Front in the South, 
are put forward merely as the 
basis— the expression “most 
correct basis” has often been 
used— for negotiations. And the 
key to all progress in a settle­
ment of the war remains the 
American acceptance of the 
quite limited Vietnamese de­
mand for the unconditional 
and permanent cessation of the 
bom bing raids and all other 
acts of war against the Dem o­
cratic Republic of Vietnam. 
Once that demand ha!s be|en 
acceded to, talks can begin be­
tween the US and the Demo­
cratic Republic, and a whole 
new climate created on all 
questions concerning the war, 
including to some extent those 
affecting South Vietnam.
Q.: Some critics suggest that 
aid from socialist countries 
is both inadequate and in­
ferior and that Vietnam tries 
to keep aloof from world com­
munist disputes. What is the 
real position about aid, and 
about Vietnam ’s view of other 
communist movements?
A.: I have quoted Pham Van 
D ong as saying that the Soviet 
U nion and the other socialist 
countries are “supporting and 
aiding” Vietnam “with all 
their strength.” The words, I
imagine, were not lightly used. 
As far as the Soviet U nion is 
concerned, it was borne strong­
ly home to me in the course 
of my stay in Vietnam that the 
change from Khrushchov’s 
leadership in October 1964 
marked a radical improvement 
in relations between the Soviet 
U nion and Vietnam. Prime 
Minister Kosygin’s February 
1965 visit to the Democratic 
Republic, which was already 
being bombed by the US, sym­
bolised the new situation. It 
is clear from what I learnt in 
Vietnam that the October 
1964 changes in the Soviet 
leadership were at least in part 
the reflection in socialist world 
politics of the new stage in the 
Vietnam war which was then 
beginning. (It will be recalled 
that the first step in escalation 
of the war to North Vietnam  
was the US bombing of Tonkin  
Gulf which took place in 
August 1965).
Concerning quality of aid, 
the lim iting factor here appear­
ed to be not lack of socialist 
willingness to provide more 
sophisticated weaponry but the 
lack of Vietnamese technical 
cadres to handle this weaponry 
independently. This side of 
things is receiving the constant 
and active attention of all 
parties concerned.
Rejection by the Communist 
Party of China of the Commu­
nist Party of the Soviet U nion’s 
repeated proposals for unity 
in support of the Vietnam  
struggle is a serious and
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damaging complication. Viet­
nam, however, holds “aloof” 
from world communist disputes 
in the sense that it makes no 
public statements openly es­
pousing the viewpoint of 
either side. But this is as far 
as its “aloofness” goes. W hen 
the record can be made public,
I feel sure that Vietnam ’s 
years-long campaign of vigor­
ous and hard-hitting private bi­
lateral discussions with brother 
socialist countries w ill be found 
to have played no small part 
in minimising the effects of 
current divisions. As regards 
present day socialist-camp poli­
tics, one of the most fascinat­
ing aspects of the Vietnamese 
scene is that neither in the press 
nor in discussion does one ever 
come across the slightest refer­
ence to the “great proletarian 
cultural revolution” which is 
raging just across the border 
in China.
Q.: Since it is admitted that 
the extent of the bom bing of 
Vietnam now exceeds the 
bombing of Europe in W orld 
War H ; how is it possible for 
economic life to continue?
A.: T he key weapons appear 
to be mass political unity for 
fhe construction of socialism  
*n war conditions, and to de­
feat American aggression and 
correct organisational measures 
carry this political unit into 
practical effect. T he mass poli­
tical unity for the prosecution 
° f the people’s war in the 
North, as in the South, is
greater today than it has ever 
been. As in W orld War II, the 
mass bombing of civilian tar­
gets has not demoralised 
people, but has done the op­
posite. The organisational steps 
taken to implement this politi­
cal unity have been brilliantly 
imaginative and bold.
Policies of dispersal of indus­
try, schools, hospitals and vari­
ous government departments 
from the cities of North Viet­
nam have cut the urban popu­
lation to approximately one 
m illion (from about three m il­
lion before escalation began ). 
In other cities, the mass build- 
of air raid shelters for those re­
m aining is in itself an achieve­
ment of note, reflecting the ac­
tive and courageous response 
of North Vietnam to the air 
war. Industry has “gone region­
al”, or “gone local”, in marked 
contrast to the policy of build­
ing big centralised plants and 
complexes which characterised 
earlier years of North Vietnam­
ese socialism. There is also a 
sociological base to Vietnam ’s 
power to resist the air war: be­
ing an agrarian society, whose 
industry had barely been born 
before it was faced with the 
threat of being bombed out of 
existence, it is capable of “fall­
ing back to the countryside” in 
a manner which could not be 
dreamed of in an urbanised, 
European-type society.
Q.: How are. the proposed 
elections in South Vietnam be­
ing viewed?
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A.: T o  be perfectly frank, I 
don’t know. That is, apart 
from the fact that I am sure 
they are not being viewed as 
an authentic exercise in South 
Vietnamese democracy. Elec­
tions held in the shadow o f half 
a m illion US bayonets do not 
commend themselves as being  
a fair expression of national 
will. A remarkable feature of 
my most recent visit to V iet­
nam is that there was practi­
cally no m ention of Saigon poli­
tics. This is in sharp contrast 
to my previous time there, 
1958-60, when there was con­
stant talk of what the “My- 
Diem ( A m e r i c a  n-D i e m) 
clique” were doing. T he differ­
ence, it seems to me, reflects a 
profound change in the Viet­
namese scene. Diem was taken 
seriously as a figure potenti­
ally capable of erecting a 
relatively long-lived, right-wing- 
based nationalist regime in 
South Vietnam. So they talked 
about him. Ky and the present 
Saigon junta have no such
prospects. So they don’t talk 
about them. It’s as simple as 
that.
N o doubt in North Vietnam  
they know a lot about Saigon 
politics, even today, but in 
conversations with foreign 
pressmen on brief visits it 
seems they have more impor­
tant things to discuss. T he war 
has become what is virtually 
a nation-wide war against an 
American expeditionary force 
of almost half a m illion men 
and against a good part of the 
American air force and navy. 
Ky and the elections and the 
rest only exist as a function of 
this vast foreign military 
presence. I have no doubt that 
Ky’s decision at the end of 
June to step down from the 
“presidential race” would be 
put down in North Vietnam  
rather to the diplomatic exper­
tise of US Ambassador Ells­
worth Bunker than to any in ­
dependent judgment Ky might 
have made of the situation.
VERY O FTEN  we find th a t science and  technology are forcing us 
to get rid  of o u r short-sighted views. Against o u r will we find a 
new behavor forced on us w hich, finally, we recognise as being in 
the  line of m an’s sp iritual 'progress; the  fostering of intellectual 
activities thanks to the take-over by the m achine of the  greater p a rt 
of ou r m aterial activities; socialisation which when properly  un d er­
stood, tears us away from  o u r egoism and  helps us discover the  fu ll­
ness which the  person can discover in collective realisations; know­
ledge of n a tu re  and its mastery which th rills and enriches us.
Francois Russo, French Jesuit, Pax R om a n a  Journal No. 2 1967.
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R NEW WAGE 
Brown STRUCTURE- 
THE CHALLENGE
The Research Officer of the Building Workers’ Industrial 
Union in Queensland sees the recent decision of thef 
Commonwealth Arbitration Commission granting the 
employers’ claim for a total wage as a move to impose an 
‘incomes policy’ to the detriment of the Trade Unions.
PRO NO UNCEM ENT of the Commonwealth Arbitration Commis­
sion on the Federal basic wages in the various States and marginal 
rates for skill, experience, disability and some other matters under 
the Metal Trades Award affect directly the wages of more than 
40 per cent, of all workers in Australia.
As there has been a strong tendency recently for State Industrial 
Tribunals to apply decisions of the Commonwealth Arbitration 
Commission to State award workers, the Commonwealth Commis­
sion has become the main wage-fixing body in Australia. Federal 
basic wages, as such, were first declared in 1907 following the 
famous Harvester Judgment of that year. A marginal rate of 
pay was first fixed in 1924 after the Engineers’ case. T he Federal 
basic wage (and later the States’ basic wages) and marginal rates 
quickly became the basis of wage fixation in Australia. Both 
appeared inviolable in the system of industrial relations known 
as compulsory arbitration.
T hat set-up served capitalism well. Arbitration Courts cut 
wages and lengthened hours during the depression years of the 
1930’s. Some marginal pay rates and the Federal basic wages 
were pegged for periods during W orld War II and between 
1953-56 and 1961-64. Only m inimal wages increases were conceded 
m the postwar boom years when Australian capitalism experienced 
unprecedented development. Looked at superficially, the methods 
of wage fixation which had served Australian capitalism so well 
would have appeared to set the pattern for the future.
However, the recent pronouncement of the Commonwealth 
Arbitration Commission peremptorily abolished the basic wage 
and margin components o f  wage rates in Federal awards and, in 
their stead, ordered the introduction of total wages. T h e pro­
nouncement ended yearly reviews of the basic wage and the 
Marginal rates within the Commonwealth Commission’s juris-
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diction and said that there should be no economic review of the 
total wages set by it until August 1968. Approval for what are 
known as work values cases was expressed by the Commonwealth 
Commission. Doing all this, the Commonwealth Commission in 
1967 accepted fully employers’ proposals— first advanced at length 
in 1964— to abolish the basic wage and margins and institute a 
series of total wages in Federal awards.
T he 1967 total wage pronouncement highlights one of the 
greatest reversals of policy in the long and shabby history of 
compulsory arbitration. It invites the sharpest criticism of a 
Commonwealth Commission which accepts now what it so firmly 
opposed only three years ago.
In 1964, the Metal Trades Employers’ Association had asked 
the Commonwealth Arbitration Commission to abolish the basic 
wage, refuse to reintroduce automatic adjustments to compensate 
for rises in the cost of living, and establish a new approach to 
wage fixation based on total wages. The trade unions strongly 
opposed the application. They stressed the importance of the 
basic wage to the lower-paid workers, the historical significance 
of the basic wage, and parliamentary recognition of the need for 
a basic wage. The Commonwealth Government intervened on 
the employers’ side, to oppose automatic adjustments to cover 
rises in the cost of living, and claimed that it was wrong that 
all marginal rates should increase after an increase had been 
found to be justified in one marginal rate.
After every concievable argument for and against these pro­
posals had been advanced in the lengthy 1964 hearing, the judges 
said that the Commonwealth Arbitration Commission was 
unanimous that the basic wage should not be abolished and that 
the employers’ proposal for a total wage should be rejected.
Those who determined the 1964 total wage case in this way 
were: Kirby C. J., Gallagher J., Moore J., N im m o J., and Com­
missioner Winter. Of these five, four— Kirby C. J., Gallagher J., 
Moore J., and Commissioner W inter—made up the Bench which 
pronounced the 1967 total wage judgment. There was only one 
Judge (Nim m o J.) who had participated in  the 1964 total wage 
case but not in the 1967 one. In 1964, Gallagher J. said: \“T he  
case for the retention of the basic wage is beyond argument. The  
application should be refused.” W hat happened between 1964 
and 1967 to cause the somersault in his opinion? Similarly, what 
happened between 1964 and 1967 to influence Kirby C. J., Moore 
J., ana Commissioner W inter to somersault on statements which 
they made collectively in 1964, such as these?:
T h e role of the Commission was to prevent and settle industrial
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disputes and the Commission was neither an economic planning  
body nor a national commission dealing with all types of income 
or even all wages and salaries.
The total wage proposal could not be applied by the Commission 
in a community where there was no consideration of incomes 
overall and no overall authoritative control of prices.
The Commission not only did not fix all incomes but did not 
even fix all wages and salaries . . .  It could not cause the (total 
wage) theory to work in Australia in the way suggested by the 
employers . . .
Application of a total wage would reduce the flexibility of wage 
fixation and, in particular, wage fixation by the Commission. 
Implementation of the employers’ theory would prevent the Com­
mission from increasing wages even when the wages would not 
be just and reasonable unless increased.
Those 1964 factors on which the Commonwealth Commission 
refused to end the basic wage and marginal rates are as valid  
now as they were then. Indeed, with price inflation (now inbuilt 
in the Australian economy) and growing poverty among sizeable 
sections of lower-paid workers, they are even more potent today. 
Yet the Commission in 1967 abandons considerations which it 
found decisive in 1964.
The abolition of the Federal basic wages and marginal rates 
and their replacement by a total wage was greeted with glee by 
employers and the Commonwealth Government. Reasons for this 
are plain.
When the weekly wage under Federal awards was divided into 
a basic wage and margin (as has been the case up to n o w ), it 
was possible for the trade unions to organise national campaigns 
to bring together many sections of workers around the need for 
increases in both the basic wage and margins.
Entry of the Australian Council of Salaried and Professional 
Associations into national campaigns from 1956 on brought new 
qualities of freshness, vigor and colorful publicity into the trade 
union movement.
In the past, submissions were made to national wage hearings 
° n behalf of pensioners and fixed-income earners. T he need 
or a modern basic wage to meet developing social needs had 
een shown and the m onopolies’ use of price inflation as a method  
01 cutting real wages and lifting profits had been exposed.
All this activity had made it possible to get national wage and 
Margin hearings out of the cloistered precincts of arbitration tri­
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bunals and into the public domain, where they should be, and 
some improvements in living standards were won on occasions. 
This joint and spreading activity by the blue collar, white collar 
and no collar workers had an impact even on the conservative 
leadership of the Australian Council of Trade Unions. Fear of 
this development was one reason for employers’ fervor for a 
change to a total wage, and one reason for their joy now at the 
Commission’s decision.
Now there w ill be yearly economic review— of what and how 
is not clear—and work value hearings conducted industry by 
industry and by individual groups of unions, with whatever 
amount can be won in an industry remaining unchanged until 
a change can be shown in the value of the work. T h e  new wage 
fixing policies of the Commonwealth Arbitration Commission 
are designed, under existing ground rules, to cut across joint 
actions by workers, and to stir up jealousies between those in 
different industries and those at different ends of the pay scale. 
Australian trade unionists have rightly been critical of the wage 
restraint policy imposed on British workers by the W ilson Labor 
Government. Some unionists have said it couldn’t happen here. 
Can’t it?
In a period of capitalist expansion, such as now, the trade 
unions could have a decided advantage in bargaining around wage 
rates. This is why tradesmen particularly have been able to 
establish over-award areas in some States and many award mar­
ginal rates are higher—for example, in Western Australia, the 
A.C.T., Victoria and Queensland. T his also is why the Common­
wealth Government, which acts on behalf o f  monopoly capitalism, 
and the compulsory arbitration system which capitalism—and 
not the Labor Party, as believed by many—initiated early this 
century, have once more rushed to the help of the employers, 
this time by adopting a new wage fashion— the total wage.
In advocating a total wage, employers were not just seeking 
to simplify methods of wage determination, as some commentators 
have suggested. What they were really after was a more effective 
method of wage control, with the aim of lim iting wage increases 
and restricting the campaigns and struggles of the trade unions 
on wages. They believe, and with good reason, that the total 
wage vC'ill operate to the advantage of the employers and to the 
disadvantage of the trade unions. Wages will be more effectively 
controlled but there will be no controls over prices or profits.
It must be said frankly that monopoly capitalism in Australia 
— increasingly subject to dom ination by foreign monopoly eco­
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nomic and other influences— has crept up on the Australian 
trade union movement and is dealing it some heavy blows.
This has been aided by the temporary triumph of lightw ing  
“don’t rock the boat” policies in the leadership of the A C TU , 
the extreme conservativism of the Establishment, and the failure 
of the trade unions (with some notable exceptions) to take the 
fight for economic and social needs to the monopolies, and also 
to (as very large employers) the Governments.
The main content of any wage restraint, wage freeze, guidelines 
or income policy— call it what you like— is to effect a redistribu­
tion o f income in the interests of monopoly capitalism by rigidly 
controlling wages while allowing profits and prices to rise. If 
in the course of this the trade union movement can be fragmented 
and a policy of go it alone encouraged, then so much the better 
for monopoly capitalism.
As against the incomes policy now being imposed on wage 
workers and many salary earners, and the unceasing manipulation  
of increase in the cost of goods and services, the trade unions 
must raise and fight strongly for policies based on a redistribution 
of income in their favor. T h e  situation is favorable for this and 
for public demonstrations against price rises and the m ounting  
adverse effect which war expendituie has on wages, social ser­
vices, public works and employment.
Over the past few years, as now, many trade union officials, 
including officials of the A C T U , have raised collective bargain- 
lng as an alternative to compulsory arbitration, its attendant 
penal provisions, and its record of nearly always coming down 
°n the side of big capital. Collective bargaining implies direct 
negotiations with employers at the levels of industry, group. 
State and national, with union claims backed by the full strength 
°f the trade unions and their members. But to negotiate direct 
and be successful surely demands the further and faster strength­
ening of trade unions through amalgamations and the building  
° f industrial unions.
Other necessary measures to overcome the aims and effects 
the total wage decision include: 
industry claims— whether based on work value cases under Federal 
aWards, or on marginal rates under State awards maintaining 
that concept— to be co-ordinated and, if possible, to be lifted 
to national claims.
Campaigning should continue and be greatly extended around 
demand for a family living wage, based fully on needs and
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not on phoney “capacity of the economy to pay” formulas. Trade 
unions should insist that they have the right at any time to 
make submissions to Industrial Tribunals for a family living
wage.
If the A C TU  is to hold the respect of unionists, it must do the 
job its founders intended and lead workers together to win sub­
stantial improvements in wages, working hours, leave of all 
types and other social needs.
Strong industry-based unions are essential in this age of monopoly 
control, mechanisation of a high order and developing auto­
mation— a period which raises so sharply the need to break the 
political power of the monopolies, whose course is grimly demon­
strated by the Vietnam war and the current attacks on living  
standards.
This article, while not making radically new proposals on the 
matters raised— tactically the trade unions are still battling to 
hold much of the old wage policy, and should be supported on  
this— implies strongly that the trade union movement has reached 
the crossroads on policy on wages. Left Review could do thje 
lahor movement a valuable service by inviting Labor Party mem­
bers, Communists and others of the Left, concerned with this, 
to develop in its pages their views on this important and urgent 
matter.
TA K IN G  B IR T H  before o u r eyes, we see th e  conditions for the  full 
developm ent of a new subjectivity, of a new hum anism , arise. T h is 
hum anism  is fundam entally  d ifferent from  th a t of the 17th and 18th 
centuries, founded on the  illusion of an eternal "essence” o r “n a tu re ” 
of m an, an abstract and m ystifying hum anism . T h e  hum anism  of 
ou r age is carried com pletely by history: by the  very developm ent 
of productive forces, by th e  dem and in h eren t in  this same develop­
m ent for the  break up  of the  old p roduction  relations and the  old 
forms of th e  State. T h is new subjectivity is fundam entally  different 
from  the existential subject for it is historical and social, through 
and through.
Roger Garaudy, French Com m unist, Pax R om ana Journal No. 2 1967.
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DISCUSSION:
DOCTORS FEES AND  
H EALTH  SERVICE 
REFORM
TODAY, the economic position of 
lower income fam ilies and m any also 
in the m iddle incom e group is such 
that any price rise is a  definite h a rd ­
ship. In this context, the  indignation  
of most of the  general pub lic  a t the 
proposed rise in doctors' fees is easy 
to understand.
T o  the worker, who traditionally  
has had  to wage pro trac ted  struggles 
in and ou t of court for his inade­
quate pay rises, and who faces even 
stiffer battles in the  fu tu re  as a  result 
of the total wage decision, the spec­
tacle of the A ustralian Medical As­
sociation recom m ending to its m em ­
bers a substantial wage increase w ith ­
out having to refer to anyone is 
galling indeed. T h e  fact th a t local 
associations of th e  AMA, and  indiv­
idual practitioners, may reject p a r t  or 
*11 of the recom m ended increase if 
they wish, does little  to  soften the 
blow.
O ther price rises tend to pass with 
!css comment. For exam ple, in 1955 
" h e n  a surgery consultation in  a 
®ajo r city cost 17/6, th e  W o m en ’s 
W eekly  could be bought for 6d. To- 
? aY> a surgery visit costs 28/6, an 
!ncrease of 63%, whereas the  W eekly  
ls 15 cents, an increase of 150%.
Of even greater significance are the 
tlses in public  hospital fees. Over the 
Period 1958-1967 these range from  no 
charge (and no rise) in Q ueensland, 
‘°  a rise of 128% in N.S.W. ($3.60 to 
*8.20) and 177% rise in  W est Aus­
tralia ($3.60 to $10.00)!
Doctors can produce m any justifi- 
Cat‘°ns for the increase. A part from
taxation  which takes a very large slice 
of th e ir gross income (leaving a p re t­
ty big slice, too, it m ust be  said), most 
practices have q u ite  considerable bad 
debts which will probably never be 
collected.
A general p ractitioner on duty 
travels an average of 12,600 miles a 
year. A recent com prehensive N.S.W. 
survey of hours worked by doctors, 
whose results were published in the 
AMA Journal, show'ed th a t the gen­
eral p ractitioner in m etropolitan  solo 
practice works 53 hours a week and 
stands by on call a fu rth e r 74 hours 
—a total of 127 hours pe r week asso­
ciated in some way w ith the  job. 
C ountry solo practice totals 147.5 
hours, and while group practice 
halves the standby tim e, it does n<;t 
reduce the hours of work. Such ex­
cessive overtim e is q u ite  rightly  not 
perm itted  in industry.
Studies of death  ra tes from  coron­
ary heart disease in m en aged 40 to 
59 years found th a t general p racti­
tioners had  twice the  ra te  of o ther 
m en in the  group , and ap art from 
actual deaths, the ra te  p e r 1,000 of 
coronary h eart disease was 7.1 for 
G P’s, 3.3 for o th er doctors and 2.5 
for non-m edical people studied.
It m ust also be recognised th a t the 
doctors’ fees (particularly  the  G P ’s) 
a re  no t the  m ain economically crip ­
p ling  factor in ill-health. W ith  public 
hospital fees a t $57.40 pe r week in 
N.S.W. (increased from $42.00 recent­
ly) one cannot risk being ou t of a 
hospitals benefits scheme of some- 
k ind—a constant drain  on slender in ­
comes. Few industria l awards (if any) 
have paid  sick leave provisions ade­
q uate  for any bu t m inor ailm ents, 
and the  consequent loss o f pay in an 
illness of even a few weeks can be
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an economic disaster, so th a t most 
bread-w inners struggle to work while 
ever they can stand. T h en  there  is 
the pharm acy bill, about which, in ­
cidentally, you will be grilled when 
you claim  it as a tax deduction. 
Com pensation, of course, m eans a 
wage-cut, and com pensation cases 
a re  notorious for their p rotracted  
n a tu re  and difficulty of proof in all 
b u t the clearest-cut cases.
W e can correctly say th a t an  ade­
q uate  h ealth  service should not be 
the  subject of buying and selling, bu t 
an obligatory call on public  funds. 
T h is  is th e  case in the  socialist 
countries, where the  good health  of 
the people is a prim e concern of the 
governm ent, and all h ealth  services 
are free, T h e  accent is on preven­
tion of ill-health , bu t the  incom e is 
guaranteed  for the  en tire  period  if 
one is off sick.
In  o u r society where fortunes are 
m ade ou t of ill-health  by the drug  
monopolies, and to a lesser extent by 
a few doctors and private  hospitals, 
some im m ediate reform s are urgently 
needed, and some longer-term  p ro ­
jects should be commenced w ithout 
delay.
T h e  frequency of com plaints about 
difficulties in having claims settled, 
rejection of valid claims apparently  
by ju n io r clerks, lapsing of coverage 
afte r 12 m onths in long-term  and 
p e rm anen t illness o r injury, plus the 
h igh cost of contributions, p o in t to 
the  m ost u rgen t need as th e  taking 
over of hospital and medical benefit 
funds by th e  Governm ent. T h is  would 
reverse the  present basic princip le 
th a t "registered funds are left to 
conduct th e ir own affairs w ith a 
m in im um  of interference” (Senator 
Dam e A nnabelle R ankin  on behalf 
of the M inister for Health).
T h ere  is im m ediate need for an 
investigation in to  the  activities of the 
funds, which appear to place m ore 
em phasis on accum ulation of reserves
(for w hat purpose?) th an  service to 
th e  public. T hey need to be under 
the ligh t of public  scrutiny instead 
of shrouded in mystery as at present.
Since contributory  schemes are the 
p resent basis of a national health  
service, these should be Government- 
ru n  schemes conducted possibly 
through the Governm ent Insurance 
Offices. U nder these circumstances, 
the  doctor could well be paid  a fee 
in line  w ith the  wage standards of 
the  day, having in m ind his consid­
erable knowledge and skill, long 
hours, u n ique  responsibility for 
hum an  life, and often heavy financial 
com m itm ents in the  establishm ent of 
his practice.
T h is should no t be m ade the  oc­
casion for a rise in con tribu tion  rates. 
R ather, G overnm ent adm inistration 
should facilitate a steady reduction 
in con tribu tion  rates, to the  eventual, 
not-too-distant in troduction  of a 
com pletely non-contributory  health 
service.
Legislation to curb the  advertising 
and sales of drugs, and to lim it the 
profits of the  d rug  houses is also an 
urgent necessity.
Paym ent of adequate  salaries to 
hospital specialist and ju n io r medical 
staff would a ttrac t large num bers of 
applicants of a  high standard , as 
m any doctors would p refer this to 
private practice if  the  pay were reas­
onable. A considerable extension of 
public  hospital ou t-patien t buildings, 
facilities, medical, ancillary and lay 
staff is needed to provide a satisfac­
tory medical service. No m eans test 
should be applied  to patients.
Industrial h ealth  is all b u t ignored 
in Australia, so th a t in Victoria th t 
M eat Industry  Employees’ U nion, b ' 
bu ild ing  and financing a  clinic has 
had to show the Governm ent whai 
it should be doing in  providing fac­
ilities for investigation and trea t­
m ent of occupational diseases. Of even
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m ore significance w ould be a vast 
prevention scheme and obligatory 
advanced safety m easures to be carried 
o u t by the m onopolies and o th er in ­
dustries, instead of radio  exhorta tions 
to “work safely."
Removal of university quotas, sub­
stantial increasing of teaching staff, 
and paym ent of special studen t al­
lowances would help overcom e the 
real shortage of doctors. M edicine is 
still a difficult profession for a poor 
m an’s children to choose— the long 
course is too great a financial burden 
w ithout extended financial aid. T h is 
is essential if the lag in num bers is 
to be overcome.
These measures w ould help  to en­
sure adequate m edical services and  a 
reasonable re tu rn  to the  doctor for his 
years of study and heavy responsibil­
ities, w ithout financial burden  to the 
worker.
K a t h  O l iv e .
WORKER, IN TELLEC TU A L  
AND SOCIALISM
DOUG W H IT E ’S com m ents in your 
last issue may indicate th a t the  differ- 
cnees between us are  not as great as 
appeared from our earlier articles.
Among the  m ain criticisms m ade 
° f  his original article  was that, in 
essence, it appeared to contain three  
unsupported  propositions—first, th a t 
|  e intelligentsia as such  was develop- 
lng into  ̂a ' political class w ith a dis- 
■nctive ideology differing fundam en- 
a y from that of the industria l 
fo rk in g  class; second, th a t these two 
1 eologies were com peting for heg- 
wnonyo^ the anti-capitalist m ovem ent;
th ird , th a t m arxists m ight well, 
° r this m odern world, p refer the 
eol°gy of the intellectuals.
From this it followed th a t m arxism  
j^ed ed  basic revision because, if I 
ght be excused th e  paraphrase, the
‘o ld’ industria l working class and its 
ideology have ‘h ad  i t ’.
N either the concept of th e  intellec­
tuals as a distinct class no r th a t of 
com petition between its ideology and 
th a t of the industria l workers do, in 
my opinion, reflect objective reality, 
e ither as already established facts or 
developing trends. Nor can the  p ro­
pagation of those concepts assist the 
m ovem ent for a socialist Australia.
Doug W hite  takes as his them e the 
change in the composition of the 
work force—occurring at an  increas­
ing ra te  in this period  of o u r  history 
—and he sees it, correctly in my op in­
ion, as in  essence of a qualitative  
character. But, despite his quotations 
from  R ichta, he appears to see all 
these changes as occurring outside  the 
ranks of the  industria l workers, o u t­
side even the ranks of the  working 
class o r any o ther of the  ’o ld ’ classes.
R ich ta  speaks of ‘‘researchers and 
technicians (as) an  indivisible p a rt of 
the  working class which, w hile grow­
ing in num bers, changes in char­
acter”.
But, for Doug W hite, these changes 
appear to constitu te the  emergence of 
a new  class on the  political scene— 
the intellectually-trained elite—distin ­
guished solely by the fact of its 
higher education and no t a t all by its 
re lationship to the  m eans of produc­
tion. (“Norm  Docker’s q u ite  true 
statem ent that some intellectually  
trained  persons a re  self-employed or 
even employers of labor is beside the 
p o in t.”)
T h e  po in t to be emphasised is that 
changes are occurring inside  the  ranks 
of the  industria l workers in th a t they  
are achieving a h igher level of in ­
tellectual training, mainly, bu t not 
solely, as a result o f m ore young in te l­
lectually - trained and highly - skilled 
workers entering  th e ir ranks. B ut the 
basic re lationship of these intellect­
ually-trained workers to the m eans of
23
AUSTRALIAN LEFT REVIEW Aug.-Sept., 1967
production  is the  same as th a t of the 
non-in tellectually-trained.
Doug W hite  does not agree w ith 
t hi s— . . newer sections of the 
work force stand in a different re ­
lationship to the productive process” . 
Please, my friend, be specific! W hat 
precisely, irr a fundam ental political 
sense, is the different relationship?
I would readily concede th a t a 
skilled or highly-trained worker —  a 
p lann ing  engineer, if you like — could 
have different points of view and 
a ttitudes on various questions from  a 
totally unskilled m anual worker. But 
these m atters are related to the p ro b ­
lems of working class un ity  ra th e r 
than  to fundam ental class d ifferentia­
tion. T hey have always existed to 
some extent or other, e.g., in the some­
times different a ttitudes of craft and 
industria l unionists.
T h e  task of m arxists, including those 
w ith intellectual train ing , is to assist 
the  working class (with growing in ­
tellectual content) better to m aster the 
real changes occurring in objective 
reality , forge a greater in ternal un ity , 
im prove organisational and political 
techniques and provide a bette r a ttrac ­
tive force for those em erging forces 
which can make common cause with 
it against capitalist policies and u lti­
m ately against capitalism  itself. M arx­
ists can also assist those em erging 
forces outside the  ranks of the  w ork­
ing class to a recognition of the value 
to them  of such an alliance.
Political opportunism , to which I 
certainly share Doug W hite’s a n ti­
pathy , has m any aspects, one of the  
most fundam ental being th a t of ta il­
ing beh ind  a spontaneously developed 
ideology or movement.
T h e  ideology of the industria l work­
ers was reform ist, anarcho-syndicalist 
o r narrow  trade unionist, b u t was 
only considered by m ost revolution­
aries to be ‘working class ideology’ 
insofar as it embraced socialism and
marxism . Is it not this same ideology 
which we need to find the  ways to 
have the intellectuals approach, even 
if from a different starting  point?
Doug W hite invites me to agree 
with him  th a t we should not "restrict 
th ink ing  to m inor tinkerings w ith the 
grand scheme laid down in the  past”. 
In  re tu rn , I am sure he  will agree 
th a t correct m arxist anaylsis and u n ­
derstanding still postulate a socialist 
form  of society as the  solution to the 
problem s of the A ustralian people, 
th a t the m ore firmly the  socialist 
m ovem ent embraces the working class 
and particularly  the organised indus­
trial workers, the m ore soundly based 
it will be, and the m ore it attracts 
to its side the  growing num ber of 
intellectuals, the m ore effective it will 
be.
N o r m  D o c k e r . 
LAWSON IN W A .
FROM T H E  FO UN D A TIO N  of the 
Sydney Bulletin  u n til the tu rn  of the 
century its im pact was bo th  popular 
and nation-wide. T h e  B ulle tin 's  in ­
fluence in W estern A ustralia  was strik­
ing. W ith  depression in the  east and 
discovery of gold in the  west there 
was an exodus, and w ith the  diggers 
w ent the Bulletin. And w ith the 
Bulletin, H enry Lawson. B ut even 
a p art from  the  goldrushes Lawson 
was already known in W estern Aus­
tralia. T h e  dem ocratic provincial 
new spaper the V ictorian Express (later 
the  G eraldton Express) was reprin ting  
verse from  the  B ulletin  in  the  early 
eighteen nineties—including Lawson’s 
verse. T h e  conservative Perth  press was 
slow to recognise the upsurge of our 
national literatu re. I t  regarded Aus­
tralia  as “one of the worst places in 
the  world for poets”. I t  liked to refer 
to Lawson as “ the laureate  of the  la r­
r ik in ”, o r “ the  fervent lau reate  of the 
swag and apostle of the  ethics of the 
Pu sh ”. B ut the  independent provincial 
newspapers, which were num erous, 
thought otherwise.
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T h e  m ost discerning tribu tes to 
Lawson were m ade by A ndree Hay­
ward, an Oxford graduate  who was 
a journalist and literary  critic in 
W estern A ustralia from 1894 to 1922. 
In ar, address to the Cue branch of 
the Australian Natives Association in 
1897 Hayward described Lawson as 
"the  poet of the people— the A ustra­
lian people”. Again, in an article p u b ­
lished in the Kalgoorlie Sun  in  1901, 
he wrote of Lawson:
“ . . . there  are not m any of the 
ordinary bush experiences w hich he 
has not plum bed to the  dep ths . . . 
His works are m arked by a graphic 
power, a quiet insight, a hum our 
often sardonic, a b itte r  scorn of sham 
and hypocrisy, a gnawing sense of in ­
justice against social conditions. You 
may find him  in varying moods, some­
times pe tu lan t to th e  verge of childish­
ness, bu t he is always reflecting some­
thing faithfully. T h e  w orld has not 
used him overwell and he  com plains 
bitterly o r laughs goodhum ouredly as 
the mood takes him . T h ere  is a grim  
realism in some of his word pictures 
that eats into the m ind like acid into 
m etal.”
Once again, in 1909, in the Sun, 
Hayward praised Lawson as the 
author of "the  best and most vivid 
and realistic bush sketches and stories 
°f A ustralia”.
a u t o m a t i o n  a n d  t h e
CLASS STRUGGLE
p e t e r  s y m o n  in his article  on 
^ontaitierisation (ALR 2/67) does not 
°ok for the driving force beh ind  auto­
m ation and m echanisation, b u t I th ink  
*t is necessary to do  this to  be in a 
Position to correctly m eet its challenge.
F undam entals o f M arxism -L enin ism , 
*n t'le  ®ov*et U nion in the 
“60s, has a  section dealing w ith the 
ass struggle as the  driv ing  force of 
developm ent of an exploiting  
s°ciety, which includes th e  following:
“W ere it no t for the resistance of 
the workers, the  capitalist w ould p re­
fer to swell his profit by such "sim ple” 
and "cheap” m ethods as cu tting  wages 
and lengthening hours. N ot only com­
petition  b u t also th e  persistent strug­
gle of the working class for the  protec­
tion  of its own interests, to a  great 
ex ten t forces the  capitalist to seek 
o ther sources of increased profit, such 
as in troduction  of new m achinery, 
im provem ents of technological p ro ­
cesses and adoption af inventions.”
Is this true? Life m igh t give an 
answer.
After the war Am erican car m anu­
facturers, w ith highly m echanised and 
even partly  autom atic factories in the 
USA, transferred some of th e ir  capital 
to W est Germ any to bu ild  factories 
to m ake cars. B ut here they turned 
back the  clock, for the  factories in 
Germ any were less m echanised than  
their US factories, and production  per 
head was only th ree-quarters of p ro ­
duction per head in the USA. T h e  
decisive factor in  the  lower ra te  of 
m echanisation was no t th e  lack of 
science or technology in Germ any, nor 
the lack of skill of th e  G erm an work­
ers, b u t the  m uch lower wages in 
G erm any th a t m ade it m ore profitable 
to use Germ an workers than  expensive 
US m achinery. T h e  m ain reason for 
the  lower wages, nom inal and  real, in 
G erm any was the  m ore successful class 
struggle of the Am erican workers 
around  wages than  of th e  Germ an 
workers of th a t period.
T h e  handling  of bulk sugar by 
m echanisation has recently been in tro ­
duced in to  N orth  Q ueensland ports, 
replacing the  previous m ethod  of 
bagging and loading by slings. T he 
expensive m achinery was in troduced 
because the CSR decided th a t in  the 
long ru n  it was cheaper th an  paying 
h igh hourly rates to w aterside workers. 
B ut when the  bu lk  sugar is sent to 
H ong Kong it is discharged there  by 
cheap labor bagging th e  sugar down 
hold and  sending it ou t by slings.
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T h e  grabs, tip trucks w ith m etal trays 
and possible storage bins to  handle  the 
bulk sugar a t the refinery would not 
be very expensive but the  labor is so 
cheap th a t despite the  slower turn- 
ro u n d  of the  ships the old m ethod is 
preferred.
Does th e  drive of the capitalists for 
p rofit inevitably m ean a drive for 
g reater m echanisation? F undam entals  
o f M arxism -L enin ism  writes, “B our­
geois economists extol capitalist profit 
as th e  greatest stim ulus to  technical 
progress . . . T hey gloss over the  fact 
that the subordination  of production 
to the  princip le of capitalist profit is 
no t only a stim ulus bu t also a lim ita ­
tion of capitalist production . . .  It 
no t in frequently  happens th a t cap ita l­
ists, especially under present day 
conditions, restrict production , ho ld  
back technical progress . . . M onopoly 
h inders the growth of the productive 
forces and technological progress . . . 
If super profits can be obtained as a 
result of th e  m onopoly of the  m arket, 
then  the  stim ulus to technological im ­
provem ent is natu rally  weakened . . . 
R eta in ing  old equipm ent in Which 
enorm ous capital has been invested 
also h inders technological progress."
I t  seems to me th a t the class struggle 
is th e  m ain driv ing  force of the devel­
opm en t of an exploiting society; th a t 
the  great am ount of m echanisation 
and au tom ation  in different countries 
in th e  world today is an acknowledge­
m ent by the capitalists of th a t country 
and industry of the  strength and 
organisation of the  working class; th a t 
they have tem porarily abandoned the 
hope of cu tting  wages and lengthening 
hours.
P eter Symon, by failing to  show th a t 
the  successful struggles of the  workers 
are the  m ain driv ing  force beh ind  
m echanisation, does no t fully show 
the  role and strength  of the  working 
class in today’s world. H e does no t 
com bat the widely held view th a t the 
drive for profits by the  capitalists 
consistently drives to m echanisation
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and  th a t m echanisation is inevitable 
and ou t of the  hands and control of 
the  workers.
I feel it is essential to show workers 
how their strength does influence 
events, and to convince them  th a t this 
strength  and organisation can and 
m ust be used in a political as well 
as an economic direction. First, it can 
ensure th a t big changes in industry 
and the  cu tting  down of jobs can be 
com pensated by h igher pay and 
shorter hours, and where necessary, 
pensions and severance pay. Finally, 
knowledge by the workers of what 
they have achieved makes m ore realis­
able and possible the socialisation of 
the  m ajor industries th a t are being 
transform ed by science and techno­
logical advances.
T h e  plans of the  B ritish ship­
owners to use 29 container ships to 
carry 80% of the cargo Australia- 
England, and their control of contain­
ers from  factory to ship to factory 
are a far-reaching challenge. W hile 
they have the  money to do it, they 
may not have the power. But the 
proposals of the  W W F, endorsed by 
m uch of the  trade union movement 
of this country for an overseas n a t­
ional line and the  nationalisation  of 
the stevedoring industry is m ore of a 
challenge, for w ith organisation we 
have the power to enforce them .
V ic t o r  W i l l ia m s
WICKED WASTE
T H E  A R TIC LE by R ichta (ALR No. 
3, 1967) deserves close study. Briefly 
the  argum ent is th a t capitalist p ro ­
duction  to da te  has had  two m ain 
elem ents, capital and labor power, bu t 
now we are on the eve of a radically 
different situation in which produc­
tion will have three m ain elements, 
capital, labor power and science, with 
science increasingly supplan ting  labor 
power.
T h u s an increase in production  in 
the new technological age will come
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not so m uch as in the past by re­
investment in m ore m achinery o£ a 
sim ilar though im proved type and the 
labor of m ore workers (i.e., ‘extensive 
factors'), bu t ra th e r by the application  
of science to technology, m anagem ent 
and the train ing  of new-type skilled 
personnel (i.e. ‘intensive factors’), 
which will “m ore and m ore replace 
the simple labor power of m an w ith 
his lim ited physical and em otional 
powers and m em ory”.
I do no t feel equ ipped  to enter 
into debate w hether it is useful to 
regard the m odern p roduction  en­
gineer, scientist and technologist as a 
special case of a worker selling his 
labor power, or w hether such persons 
are becoming so different, so nu m er­
ous and so decisive th a t they should 
be classed as a creativeness facto r’ 
and thought of as ‘hum an  cap ita l’, as 
distinct both from capital and labor- 
power.
But the significance of th e  facts on 
which this theory is based seems to me 
so enormous, that we have hardly  
started to grasp it. T h e  article  quotes 
estimates that in America the  share 
of ‘intensive factors’ accounted for as 
much as 68% of economic growth in 
the period 1953-57. T h e  decisiveness 
of such changes is p u t in a startling  
Way:
“T h e  intensive growth . . . brings 
'v>th it im portan t social consequences 
because, as distinct from  the  earlier 
industrialisation, th e  accelerated 
growth does not necessitate increasing 
the share of accum ulation in the 
national income, or reducing the  share 
° f consum ption; it can be  achieved 
(due to the efficacy of the  new p ro ­
ductive forces) by channelling  the 
same share o r perhaps less, to accumu- 
ation. It is this type of economic 
growth th a t meets th e  in trinsic re­
quirem ents of socialism.”
It seems to  me th a t if this idea can 
taken ou t of the realms of statistics
and concrete facts found and allowed 
to speak for themselves, people would 
be amazed a t the  reckless waste of 
capacity of the  g ian t m onopolies 
which prove capitalism  to be-far m ore 
obsolete than  leftwingers d ream  in 
th e ir wildest dreams.
Ju s t two illustrations, w hich I hope 
m ay ‘start the  ball ro lling’, one from 
America, the o th er from  Australia. 
According to the Am erican com m un­
ist economist H ym an L um er w riting 
in 1961: “T h e  drive to m odernise is 
vividly illustrated  by the  steel indus­
try. Here, despite p ro trac ted  opera­
tion far below capacity, outlays for 
p lan t and equipm ent were raised from 
$939 m illion in 1959 to alm ost $1.5 
b illion in 1960.”
“I t  is estim ated th a t today th e  big 
steel companies can operate a t a profit 
of as little  as 30% capacity. For exam ­
ple, in 1960 US Steel, though operating  
a t ha lf capacity m uch of the  year, re­
corded its highest yearly profit. T h e  
m ain purpose of investm ent in steel 
industry is not expansion b u t the 
cu tting  of u n it costs and th e  raising 
of profitability  (W orld  M arx ist Re- 
view  Sept. 1961, p . 78.)
In  a world half of which is starving 
for m odern industry based on steel to 
overcome their backwardness, w hat 
m oral rig h t have the  w orld’s largest 
steel producers to operate  a t 50% 
capacity?
No wonder, w ith such profitability 
coupled with m onopoly, the  trend  is 
away from  the ’ old-style economic 
crisis of too m any goods on the 
shelves, unsold. T h e  waste of capital­
ism tends to take an o th er form: 
acute undercapacity  production , po ten­
tial goods no t reaching th e  shelves 
bu t rem aining unsold because u n ­
m ade. W hatever economic mistakes 
socialist governm ents may m ake, they 
pale in to  insignificance com pared to 
such wicked a lthough h idden  waste.
Now for the  A ustralian exam ple. 
Mr. T a ft in his article  “Exploitation
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in Affluent Society” reasons from  
general A ustralian statistics that from 
1949 to 1965 about 80% of the  extra 
wealth produced has gone to the 
wealthy employers and says “T h e  in ­
escapable conclusion is th a t the  Aus­
tralian  w orker today, despite his 
h igher real income, gets a sm aller 
share of the  total wealth of the nation  
—his exploitation has grown—he is 
relatively worse off.” (ALR No. 2, 
1967, p. 14.)
Most workers do not yet realise this, 
and probably even Mr. T aft, who is 
in the  forefront of those who readily 
embrace the significance of the  new, 
w ould gasp if they had read P etro­
leum  G azette  for December, 1966. 
T alk ing  of the  ‘Five-year-old G ian t’, 
petro-chem ical industries in  Australia, 
in  w hich $178 m illion have been in ­
vested, it gives a theoretical exam ple 
of the  economics of the m odern chem ­
ical industry.
“A p lan t of 10,000 tons a year 
capacity m ight cost $2 m illion to 
build . One of twice the  size would 
cost only $3 m illion. A p lan t ten times 
as big, w ith a capacity of 100,000 tons 
a year, would perhaps cost about $8 
m illion. All three would require  only 
about the  same num ber of operators, 
since process control in most m odern 
chem ical p lants is highly au tom ated .”
Because of this some A ustralian 
p lan ts have been deliberately b u ilt to 
serve a larger m arket than  existed in ­
itially, so th a t later they can enjoy 
the resulting  economies of scale. But, 
unfortunately , A ustralian plants, g iant 
size as they are, are still small by 
com parison w ith p lan ts in Japan , 
U nited  States and W est Germ any who 
can thus, despite freight and customs 
duty, undersell “us" on o u r own 
m arket on some lines.
Estim ates by the  T ariff Board h ear­
ing a claim for h igher barriers to 
protect ou r in fan t giants show that 
A ustralian Synthetic R ubber Co. Ltd., 
one of the  A ltona (Victoria) Petro­
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chemical group, could no t operate at 
fu ll capacity for 1965/66 unless it 
com m anded the whole of the  A ustra­
lian  m arket.
B ut according to Jo h n  Lloyd 
(M elbourne A g e  3 /2 /66) the new 
Botany (NSW) IC I-Phillips Com­
plex should have a t least an equal 
capacity for synthetic rubber when it 
comes ‘on stream ’ so th a t “both plants 
working sim ultaneously would be able 
to provide m ore than double the  Aus­
tralian  dem and”!
I t  m ight be argued th a t even this 
is justified because the  car population 
will increase and with it th e  dem and 
for tyres and synthetic rubber. How­
ever, the W ilbur Smith T ransporta tion  
study predicts only a 63% increase 
by 1985, so that the second factory 
has been b u ilt some 20 to  30 years too 
soon from  any sensible economic poin t 
of view. And we stand little  chance 
of export if  the  US, Germ any and 
Jap an  are so m uch m ore efficient that 
they can already export to Australia.
W hat sort of crazy thievery is this? 
Allowing the m onopolies to spend m il­
lions of dollars build ing  p lan t that 
can operate a t only ha lf capacity?
Could we no t instead have tyres at 
ha lf the price? O r one p lan t twice or 
three  times the  size instead of two, 
th a t would have been so m uch more 
economical and given a chance for 
export? W hy couldn’t the  under­
developed countries where m uch of 
the  oil comes from have th e ir own 
plant?
Capitalism  is pa ten tly  failing  fast. 
Should we not have socialism?
M. C r o w
PROF. ROSE ON ENGELS
I READ with interest the  review by 
A.H. of my book W ind o f Change  
in Central Australia, ALR, No. 2, 
April-M ay, 1967. H e writes that:
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“Although Rose’s theories may yet 
prove to be correct, he  advances a 
personal theory un d er th e  ban n er of 
the ‘m aterialist view’ as shown by a 
comparison of Rose’s statem ent 
(quoted in the review) w ith th a t of 
Engels.”
Here A.H. cites a portion  of the  1884 
foreword to the Origin o f the Fam ily, 
Private Property and the State. T h is 
comparison of the views I expressed 
with those of Engels shows th a t the 
reviewer has appreciated the essential 
difference between the approach I 
took and that of Engels. I would not, 
however, accept th e  view th a t I 
advanced a "personal theory".
As you are aware, this passage from 
Engels (or, m ore exactly, the  sentence 
beginning "on the one side . . .’’) has 
been subjected to criticism  from  vari­
ous quarters over the past 70 years. 
Amongst them  was one from  J. Stalin, 
as a result of which a footnote was 
added to the editions of Origin o f the  
Fam ily . . . published in the  Soviet 
Union after about 1937. T h is  foot­
note in p a rt read as follows:
"Engels is here guilty  of inexactitude 
by citing the p ropagation  of the 
species alongside of the  production  
°f the means of subsistence as causes 
determ ining the developm ent of 
society and of social institu tions . . .”
After the X X th Congress of the 
CPSU, this footnote was dropped.
*n fact, the criticism in the  form  given 
did not stem from Stalin a t all, bu t 
originated from  the  G erm an M arxist 
^ i n r i c h  E ilderm ann in the  foreword 
® his book, U rkom m unism us und  
Vrreligion  (Prim itive Com m unism  and 
rim itive Religion), Berlin, 1921, deal- 
!Tk chiefiy with  the  A ustralian 
origines. E ilderm ann’s book was 
ranslated in to  Russian in 1923, and I 
assume th a t Stalin plagiarised the 
cr*ticism.
Eilderm ann published a fu rth e r book, 
‘e Urgesellschaft (Prim itive Society),
Berlin, 1950, in which his original 
criticism was extended to cover the 
first tw o-thirds of the chap ter dealing 
w ith “T h e  Fam ily” in the  Origin o f  
the F am ily  . . .
Some of your older readers may recall 
the discussion th a t took place around 
this “Stalin criticism ” in the  1940s 
and 1950s. I originally took the stand­
p o in t th a t Engels was not “guilty  of 
an  inexactitude”, and I considered 
th a t my anthropological field work 
dem onstrated this. However, after a 
period of some years (in fact, just 
before the X X th Congress) I grasped 
the significance of the  criticism  and 
a t long last accepted it. I still hold 
the  view th a t th e  criticism is valid. 
Perhaps here I may refer to the  article 
“Political Economy in th e  Soviet 
U nion” appearing originally in  the 
Soviet journal, U nder the Banner o f  
M arxism , in 1943, and then translated 
in to  English and appearing  in  the 
C om m unist R eview , Sydney, in Decem­
ber, 1945, and January , 1946.
My approach to the  question of m ar­
riage relationships in  the  book under 
review was in tended  to conform  with 
the  criticism of Engels m entioned. I 
should no t class it as a "personal 
theory” . In o th er words, th e  m arriage 
re lationship is simply one p a r t  of the 
production  relationships: th a t is, it is 
essentially a p a r t of the basis of the 
society. T h a t is no t to deny th a t the 
m arriage relationship, w hether in 
Aboriginal or in ou r own society, is 
no t tangled u p  or overlaid w ith vari­
ous parts of the social superstructure. 
But it is ultim ately  m aterial factors 
th a t are decisive in  determ in ing  the 
m arriage relationship.
I t  would take m ore than  a le tter to 
argue this m atter. B ut before I close 
I w ould m ention th a t this whole ques­
tion is at present being given consider­
able a tten tion  here by scientists in the 
G erm an Dem ocratic R epublic, and 
some im portan t publications can be 
expected in  the  not-d istant fu ture.
F r e d e r ic k  R o s e
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SPO TLIG H T ON A.C.T.U.
T H E  COM ING 1967 ACTU Congress 
and the ACTU leadership cannot 
ignore the growing dem and from  
wage earners for positive action in 
support of dem ands for increased 
wages to break new ground in w ork­
ing conditions and a tten tion  to the 
need for im proved social services. 
T hey  dem and im provem ents in the 
Industrial Acts, including the repeal 
of the penal clauses and for a m ore 
positive lead in support of a policy 
on in te rnational affairs, aim ed at 
peaceful relations with o th er coun­
tries. T h e  excellent policy decisions 
m ade over the years should be im ple­
m ented now.
T h ere  are those who see this 1967 
A CTU Congress as an opportun ity  to 
frustrate  the  m ovem ent towards these 
objectives by organising opposition by 
sheer weight of num bers. T h e  hope 
of the  extrem e righ t wing th a t the 
A W U ’s admission will solve all their 
problem s, will be successful only at 
the expense of the  already declining 
au tho rity  of the ACTU as a national 
trade union centre among the workers.
T h e  in troduction  of a total wage 
and the Commission’s abandonm ent of 
the  basic wage places those in  the 
trade union leadership of the ACTU 
in a difficult position.
T h e  ACTU has now been con­
fronted  w ith the  need to establish a 
new and m ore substantial basis fo r a 
'fam ily living wage’ than  has been 
done to this date.
T h e  rejection of the  concept of a 
$44.00 ‘family liv in g  wage’ as a  basis 
for the  basic wage claims in the  1965 
A C TU  Congress was unfortunate. 
T h is is h ighlighted  by the  failure of 
the strictly a rb itra tion  m ethod adop t­
ed fo r dealing w ith  the  basic wage 
claims. No doubt there  will be con­
siderable concern expressed with 
Strong dem ands fo r  the re s to ra tio n  of
the  ‘basic wage’ in  the coming Con­
gress.
T h is will no t solve the  wage p rob­
lem, which m ust be looked a t very 
carefully. If  the dem and for th e  re­
tu rn  of the  basic wage m eans a re turn  
to the old basic wage standard, much 
below the needs of a family, and 
recognised as such by the  Commission 
itself as shown by the  new m inim um  
W'age level introduced in to  th e  Metal 
T rades Award in 1966, then  it will be 
of no avail.
If a family living wage standard  is 
to be obtained then  th e  form al legal­
istic approaches m ust be changed and 
strengthened by industrial activity on 
a wide national scale. Relying on 
m ainly economic and arb itra tio n  argu­
m ent no m atter how skilfully p u t is 
no t enough. T h is is now lim ited  fu r­
ther as a result of the total wage 
decision which allows only an annual 
review procedure based on economic 
factors, price m ovem ent, increased 
productiv ity  and the ability of indus­
try to pay, a tru ly  a rb itra tion  strait- 
jacket.
T h e  inadequacy of the approach 
previously used is h ighlighted  by the 
fact th a t $6.40 is needed to adjust the 
1953 basic wage for price movement 
and productivity  to w hat it should be 
today. If  the  basic wage had  been 
autom atically  adjusted since 1953 by 
the  m ovem ent of the ‘C’ Series Index 
to 1961, and the  Consum er Price 
Index u n til December, 1966, the  $1 
g ran ted  in the recent total wage de­
cision w ould have simply restored the 
6 Capital Cities Basic W age to  the 
1953 basic wage adjusted only for 
price m ovement.
N othing was gained for 14 years’ 
national productivity  increases. T h is 
emphasises the  need fo r a new ap­
proach and vigorous industria l cam ­
paign ing  in wage campaigns.
T h e  struggle for over-award pay­
m ents, spear-headed by the shop com­
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m ittee movement in the M etal T rades, 
for m any years has been an exam ple 
of the rank and file rectifying the 
failure of the ACTU to provide 
national leadership in the wages field.
T h e  ACTU is faced w ith the  c rit­
icism th a t it fails to in itiate  new de­
mands, to plan specific proposals to 
improve working conditions, social 
services, etc., and plays the  role of 
lim iting its activity around  dem ands 
to unsupported depu ta tions to P ar­
liam entarians and poorly publicised 
campaigns on m atters of national in ­
terest.
T h e  ACTU fails to emphasise its 
independent role, being con ten t to 
play a secondary role to the leader­
ship of the ALP in im p o rtan t national 
m atters, whereas in countries overseas 
national trade unions centres provide 
the m ain rallying and organising 
point on all issues concerning the 
working people.
T his failure to in itia te  such activi­
ties has been counterposed by the 
workers with the emergence of o ther 
trade union centres w ith in  A ustralia 
w ithin the  white collar organisations, 
devoting considerable tim e to such 
subjects as education, social services, 
autom ation, etc., and assists th e  view 
expressed by some th a t the  blue collar 
workers’ organisations are no  longer 
able to provide national industria l 
and political leadership on such im ­
p ortan t m atters.
Trade union officials who m ake up 
he m ajority  and who are  m ore centre 
lhe road in th e ir view should see 
hat the price of accepting com plete 
j^ght wing dom ination by loading the 
congress vote for th a t end is serious 
*n itself. M ore im portan tly  in  the 
° ng run , the ACTU has its au thority
• n rm ined by such actions and this 
n tu rn  weakens the m uch needed
oritative central trad e  union 
rganisation in Australia.
weakening of the  progressive 
ac*e union forces is essential to the
aim s of the Federal G overnm ent poli­
cies. T h e ir  need to divert m ore money 
to its war program m e requires a 
lowering of living standards. W ar 
requires personal sacrifices for the 
mass of the people. T h is  is the  lesson 
of history, less wages, m ore tax, less 
social services, g reater exploitation  of 
labor and more restriction of liberties.
T h e  ACTU m ust e ither subm it to 
a reduction in living standards or 
m ust break o u t to provide a  centre 
of opposition to these policies by 
stepping in to  its historically correct 
role of unifier and organiser of the 
A ustralian labor m ovement.
J i m  B a ir d
LE ISU R E A N D  W O R K
READING ALR recently one gained 
the impression th a t some contributors 
believe th a t weekend recreational p u r­
suits are superseding the  daily contacts 
in th e  process of p roduction  in deter­
m in ing  attitudes.
W orking in the  adm in istration  block 
of an established firm while extensive 
rem odelling is being undertaken  one 
is enabled to renew th e  perspective of 
the influence of o u r occupational 
environm ent.
T h e  clerks, typists and  non-top m an­
agers dine on lam inex tables, b u t the 
D irectorate have tablecloths and glass 
dishes of fru it of all kinds n o t avail­
able to the  lower stra ta .
W hen the en trepreneurs dined u p ­
stairs in the unalte red  bu ild ing  the 
de luxe atm osphere was no t readily 
noticeable. U nder the  p resent tem ­
porary  regim e of th ree  sittings on  the 
g round  floor, class d istinction  is ob­
vious and serves to emphasise that 
social th ink ing  is determ ined m ore by 
our daily vocational environm ent than  
by week-end diversion.
T il l e r - T o il e r - T e l l e r .
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MOORE
MODERN SCULPTURE
H elm et H ead  No. 2, 1950
Lucius, an Australian sculptor, reviews the book “Henry 
Moore on Sculpture”, edited by Philip James (McDonald) .
T H E  RECENT PUBLICATIO N of the book Henry Moore on 
Sculpture gives a pretty clear picture of Moore as sculptor— 
and man. One hundred and twenty-three black and white plates 
and sufficient in color to show his work to advantage make an 
armature for a voluminous and meaty text. T his text is a dis­
cursive collection of recorded talks and discussions expounding 
many points curious to the layman and pertinent to the sculptor.
Salient points in Moore’s comments are those referring to the 
humanist content of his art: “T he great, the continual, everlasting 
problem (for me) is to combine sculptural form {power) —■ 
see illustration page 35—with human sensibility and meaning i.e. 
to try to keep Primitive Power with humanist content.”
. . human experience is the only experience that we have got 
to work from.”
Moore explains simply and clearly what many people innocently 
believe to be distortion—wilful distortion perhaps. Here is the 
man, the teacher (Moore taught for many years) prepared to 
explain much of the elements that compose his work and his 
aim: to wed a depth of feeling about people to an intense new 
concept o f shape. He is essentially interested in shapes both 
derivative and suggestive. “T he organic shape of the great beech 
trunk and the shapes of pebbles and m ountains”. “Mountains 
are the earth’s wrinkled skin.” Smooth flint stones with holes 
have a power of suggestion: “the first hole made through a piece 
of stone is a revelation” since it is the most satisfying demon­
stration of the rotundancy of the object. T he delicate strength
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of bones in shapes of endless 
variation (see illustration, op­
posite) and sea shells, all 
become starting points for 
sculptural concepts, are all 
evocative of repeatable shapes 
in terms of sculpture with 
never the static preciousness of 
the thoughtless. And all this is 
wedded to Moore’s humanist 
integrity — an integrity shown 
warmly in his famous war-time 
shelter drawings and those of 
miners.
Moore explores the field of 
the abstract, as did Epstein, 
and takes what is of value: 
“Sculpture to me must have 
life in it, vitality.” “Purely 
abstract sculpture seems to me 
to be an activity better ful­
filled in another art, such as 
architecture. Abstract sculp­
tures are too often but models 
for monuments that are never 
carried out . . . the construc­
tivist sculptor never gets around 
to finding the real material 
solution for his problem.”
The academic dross and tri­
via of British sculpture had 
been partially cleared away by 
C'ill, Dobson and Epstein while 
Moore was young, so that al­
though there was still a strong 
bias among A rt Lovers’ for the 
conservative — for what was 
then considered safe —  the re- 
s,stance to new realities such as 
Produced by Moore was weak­
ened. T he powerful tenet of 
Truth to Material” and the 
*rect carving practised by 
ftese three men were means 
eagerly grasped by Moore.
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Standing Figure  (Knife-Edge) 1961
“SINCE my student days I have liked 
the shape of bones, and have drawn 
them  in the N atural H istory Museum, 
found them  on sea-shores and saved 
them  from the stewpot. T h ere  are 
m any structural and sculp tural p rin ­
ciples to be learned from  bones, e.g. 
th a t in spite of th e ir  lightness they 
have great strength. Some bones, such 
as the breast-bones of birds, have the 
lightw eight fineness of a knife blade. 
In 1961 I used this knife-edged th in ­
ness th roughout a whole figure, and 
produced this Standing F igure."
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A  R o ck  at A del
once seen by the artist when about 
ten years old.
Among the many 
issues that involve 
sculptors there has 
been one that could 
apply to an under­
standing of Moore’s 
work. Representa­
tion is not readily 
associated with the 
attractive quality in natural shapes. One gets something like aes­
thetic pleasure from the sight and feel of smooth river stones, 
driftwood and similar found objects. There is a power, some 
elemental vitality, to be recognised in great rocks and the grand 
shapes of mountains, in worn boulders and the Dolm en and 
Menhir* that meant so much to our ancestors. The attraction of 
the natural shapes of the Dolm en were so strong that they were 
imbued with a mystique— a symbol of cult ritual venerated with 
as much sincerity as the most sophisticated religion today applies 
to its representational accoutrements. Then consider the 
Stone-age ‘Venuses’ with some slight carving done on a found 
shape, and the animals, ‘suggested’ by simple incisions cut into 
found stones— the drawings and incisions made around convex 
shapes discovered on cave walls — shapes that suggested those 
animals. Bear in mind that these found objects did suggest a 
representation of living things (related to the cults of hunting 
and fertility).
Tw o-Piece reclining figures 
“ . . . I realised what an advantage a 
separated two-piece composition could 
have in re la ting  figures to landscape. 
Knees and breasts are m ountains. 
Once these two parts become separated 
you don’t expect it to be a naturalistic  
figure; therefore, you can justifiably 
m ake it like a landscape or a rock.”
34
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M other-G oddess Figure
from  the Cyclades. Prehistoric Greek,
th ird  m illennium  B.C.
M arble, height 16 inches.
Stoo l
Of a chief in the  form of a hu la  
dancer. Hawaii, late  19th century. 
W ood, height 26 inches.
B ritish Museum.
T his figure, which also stands on its 
feet, has the sculp tural strength and 
form al power which Moore adm ires in 
prim itive art.
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Fam ily G roup  1948-49.
Barclay School, Stevenage (England).
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T o these art-works the most sophisticated 
m ind can respond with aesthetic pleasure. But 
was it the immediately recognisable sculptural 
feel of the thing-found that appealed to these 
early artists? Or was it the suggested power of 
representation in the object? There was perhaps 
a dual attraction.
Throughout the ages there have been many examples of 
sculptors achieving this reality— this union of the natural power 
of the material and the rich warmth of life. In much Hittite, 
Cycladic and Mayan work, for instance, there is often the feeling 
of the stone still having this initial ‘found’ quality (see illus­
tration page 35). It was this robust vitality that Epstein tried 
to achieve in his carving. This concept is fully realised in 
the work of Moore.
Today the charm of drift-wood and pebble is frequently trans­
posed to the rusted engine-block, the debris of the foundry floor 
and the bric-a-brac of man made rubbish dumps. Such found 
objects are fabricated with great cunning and often fine crafts­
manship. But the subtle aesthetic and the mystique of suggestion 
of these pieces does tend to lose force considerably on repetition, 
however transformed and re-shaped. One does not deny that 
there is a language, however precious, to be recognised in the 
most abstruse form that can be called sculpture, but if modern 
man is to realise his urgent need for self-realisation, such needs 
should be reflected in his culture. Sculpture must contain this 
reality. Its language must have vitality and power. It must 
reflect man.
Sculpture today comes in a complexity of shapes and space 
describing structures that profess to reflect the times. Much of 
lf is confusing to the average person who is daily confronted with 
’a rapidly changing world. “T he artist—in the midst of a 
chaotic world— is subject to many influences. He must choose, 
reject, accept, that is to say, he has to adopt a position, a stand­
point in one way or another.” “T he artist’s sensibility, his 
mtense reaction to new situations and realities, makes possible 
frequent and sudden changes, a development which is richer and 
more incalculable than that of people with less acute perceptions 
and fantasy.” (Ernst Fischer, Art and Coexistence).
* Dolm en were huge stones placed on sm aller stones to form  a table: Dol — 
table. Men — stone. M enhir: M en — stone, H ir — on end.
Mystery surrounds them  b u t it is assumed they were m onum ents to the  dead, 
° r  cu lt shrines of the  "Sun-W orshippers”. Stonehenge is one of th e  best 
known examples.
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T h e great recent change in sculpture came 
during the working life of Rodin (1840-1917); 
Daumier, Rosso and Bourdelle (to mention a 
few) figured in the change also. These men 
were instrumental; in getting a public to 
refocus away from the sweet Romanticism and 
the job-lot masonry of the Neo-Classicists. 
It was indeed a revolt. Repercussions and rever­
berations are still strong. Men like Matisse, Pic­
asso, Laurens and Boccioni explored the endless 
possibilities of three dimensional form and the changes in 
sculptural idioms were rapid. It was a revolt against the static 
concepts of figurization. As the system of change gathered force 
ii gave rise to a branch that turned away from subject matter— 
tentatively at first— and then completely, which has been broadly 
termed ‘Abstraction’.
It will be borne in mind that there has always been an army 
of mediocrities following the footsteps of innovators, and so 
much of the sculpture that has been thrown on to the “market” 
since the revolt has been merely the work af good or indifferent 
craftsmen. It is this flood of mediocrity with its literary champions 
of fashion that so confuses the public and has given rise to the 
abused art-term ‘decadent’. “It is not the search for new means 
of expression, for new realities, which is ‘decadent’. What is 
really decadent is deception, routine reproduction, clinging to 
what is outmoded as, for example, in abstract painting (and 
sculpture— Lucius) which is only defended by the art trade against 
the even stronger urge for a new objectivity.” The modern artist 
must experiment. But if his experiment is suddenly bought up, 
it he is now transformed into a ‘label’ and has to repeat it con­
tinuously, then a greater danger arises from this monstrous com­
mercialisation of art.” (Fischer, ib id ) .
One is compelled then, to rise above the created fashions and 
view the peaks, Picasso, Laurens, Moore, Neizvestni (to mention 
a few) so as to get a clearer vision of the rich pattern of develop­
ment in sculpture. Cubism and surrealism among a score of other 
schools have been quoted as convenient labels to sort out artists 
but the paths of sculptors cross and recross and artists of talent 
will often work in several ‘stylistic categories’ (to the horror of 
art dealers). “God created the world, the devil created co m p art­
ments.”
But the obvious divergence is between abstract and figurative 
sculp.itre. Here it is interesting to note that much of the cu rren t 
abstract work often takes on the surface treament of early figura-
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ive m odelling and some of the organic forms connected with 
that category, while many figurative sculptors take freely from 
the wealth of discoveries associated with abstraction. In such 
cases the idioms might run parallel and the divergence is a 
conceptual one only.
But the flood of fashion-created mediocrity remains, with the 
artist in conflict— an anarchist too often. Sir Kenneth Clark, in 
the Moore book, states during an interview: “Recent art has 
shown very clearly the conflict and the lack of unity of purpose 
in recent society,” and it is this unhealthy conflict and “lack of 
unity of purpose” that is a key to the problem.
In the West the progression of technological achievement does 
not offer any real security— there is no real sense of belonging.
Where man is becoming 
more and more alienated 
by the machine or relega­
ted to a component part 
of the machine it is a 
shock to hear such fine 
advice as Moore’s " . . .  
putting into stone every­
thing that the human fig­
ure can teach us and at 
the same time having 
just the view of humanity 
that one warms to.”
It is when the artist 
feels at one with the com­
munity that this dedica­
tion to his art will be 
fruitful: “T he sense of 
integration, the feeling of 
belonging to a great com­
munity in which the indi­
vidual is incorporated, is 
overwhelming. It is only 
'v*th the Industrial Revo­
lution and the victorious 
capitalist system that this 
unity was destroyed. Ali- 
enation of man became 
ouiinant. Individual and 
society confronted one 
another as alien forces.” 
(Fischer).
M adonna and C hild  1943-44.
H ornton stone, height 59 inches. 
Church of St. M atthew , N ortham pton.
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Edgar AUSTRALIA 
Ross AND 1917
A labor historian discusses the impact of the Russian 
Revolution on Australia.
ON NOVEMBER 8, 1917, the newspapers of Australia reported: 
“As a result of the conflict between the Russian Government and 
the Soviet Revolutionary Committee regarding the control of the 
Petrograd military headquarters it is reported that the Soviet 
Committee has proclaimed itself a new Provisional Government.”
Portentous words! . . . and people in Australia paused in 
their daily activities in amazement and wonder. Sections of the 
working class had no doubt that something epoch-making was 
taking place. From the canefields of North Queensland to the 
timber mills of Victoria came examples of workers downing tools 
to celebrate the event. T he organisation of Russian immigrants 
in Brisbane proclaimed themselves an Australian Soviet. Their 
comrades in M elbourne stormed the offices of the Czar’s represen­
tative and occupied them for a period. Red flags were flown from 
trade union halls and Labor activists extended congratulations to 
the Russian leaders.
T he news came as the reactionary Australian Government 
led by the Labor renegade W. M. Hughes announced its second 
attempt to gain the approval of the people for military conscrip­
tion for overseas service in the First W orld War, and many leaders 
of the Labor movement sensed that the triumph of the Bolsheviks 
would reverberate throughout the world and have its influence on 
the outcome, as perchance it did. Australia returned a bigger 
“N o” majority than in 1916.
Members of the socialist groups, functioning in Australia since 
the 1880s, had no doubt of the significance of the developments- 
Public meetings then being held regularly in all capital cities to 
conduct socialist propaganda and express opposition to the imper­
ialist war were devoted now to explaining Russian events as a 
working class seizure of power. But support for the new regime 
extended beyond the socialist groups. Labor Councils in the big 
cities hailed it, the Federal conference of the Australian Labor 
Party recorded its congratulations and men like Frank Anstey an d  
Percy Brookfield spoke out boldly in Parliament in its defence.
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T he writers and thinkers of the Labor movement saw the 
October Revolution as in the tradition of the struggle for social 
justice of the Australian working class, and their enthusiastic 
support revealed the spirit of proletarian internationalism. Support 
for the Revolution extended even beyond the Labor movement. 
Members of the Roman Catholic hierarchy like Archbishop 
Mannix, then playing a prominent part in the fight against 
conscription, accepted the change in Russia as having freed the 
people from Czarist tyranny.
Reaction responded by slandering the Bolshevik leaders, mis­
representing their policies, linking them with “the German enemy”, 
and clamping down on solidarity actions in Australia, and there 
were many sharp clashes with the authorities, and many gaolings. 
But the Labor movement remained united in its support of the 
Revolution and reacted sharply to the moves that developed to 
crush the new regime by economic blockade, and then armed 
intervention. And when the news came of the terrible toll in 
famine conditions of the years of war, counter-revolution and 
Allied military operations, relief activities on a wide scale were 
organised with the endorsement of the Labor Councils.
T he October Revolution posed with a new sharpness issues 
of ideology and method that had plagued the Australian Labor 
movement since its birth, as it experimented with the single tax 
theories of Henry George, the co-operative ideas of Robert Owen, 
the utopian socialism of Bellamy and others, the syndicalism of 
the Industrial Workers of the W orld (IW W ) and the reformism  
of the Labor Party. Eagerly, now, many of the thinkers in the 
Labor movement turned to a re-examination of the writings of 
Marx, sought out the works of Lenin, and began seriously to 
study the new type of organised power expressed in the Soviets.
W hile there was revealed a wide range of opinion on the 
implications of the October Revolution, all agreed on its relevance 
tor Australia, with an acceptance of the position that the success 
of the Bolsheviks constituted a challenge to the Australian Labor 
Movement to adopt measures to give it a socialist orientation  
Politically and greater militancy industrially. T he prevailing mood  
among the Labor intellectuals was one of criticism and self- 
criticism!
Prominent in the debate were Ernest Lane, “Jack Cade" 
the Brisbane Daily Standard, Maurice Blackburn, of Victoria, 
0/  t 1" ^ ae> then editing The Labor News, Henry Boote, editor 
A. The Australian Worker, and R. S. Ross, secretary of the 
lctorian Socialist Party.
. T he intellectuals of the Labor Party, generally speaking, came 
°'vn on the side of the viewpoint that the experiences of the
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Russian Revolution could not be applied in any literal sense to 
Australian conditions, that “an Australian way” must be 
found, along the lines of the One Big U nion providing the backing 
for nationalisation measures through Parliament. W rote Arthur 
Rae— “T he issue is whether Labor is to be a middle class party 
with a platform of palliatives or a working class movement for 
complete emancipation and reconstruction on a socialist basis.”
W hile warmly supporting the Bolsheviks, Rae canvassed the 
possibilities of a non-violent development of socialism in Australia, 
claiming that “the universal ballot, plus industrial pressure, per­
haps organised through soldiers’ and workmen’s councils, would 
open the way to peaceful, legal and complete change in ownership” 
(Labor News, 18 /1 /19).
T he viewpoint that the Soviet system, while admirable for 
Russia, was not suitable for Australia, was most comprehensively 
developed by R. S. Ross, who, in the booklet Revolution in Russia 
and Australia wrote . . .
I  have no doubts w hatever as to the  Soviet way being the way—and  the right 
way—for Russia . . . b u t A ustralia needs n e ither violent revolution no r the 
Soviet system, b u t may m arch along evolutionary lines un til the  h o u r of 
capitalism ’s collapse.—T h en  comes Sovietism, if required, then  comes Socialism 
. . . m aking the  industrial “im m ediate a im ” the  One Big U nion and the 
political “ im m ediate a im ” N ationalisation, w ith the  fu rth e r aim  of blending as 
the State on the day of the conquest of political power by the  working class, 
w ith Lenins on h and  to dare and do  . . . One Big U nionism  and the Soviet 
system are in essence as alike as two peas in a pod.
T he impact of this type of thinking was shown at the 1919 
conference of the Labor Party, which was noteworthy for a record 
number of successful motions advocating nationalisation in  one 
form or another, including the taking over of the private banks 
and the imposition of a capital levy. Reflecting the impatience 
within the Labor Party to “get on with the job”, A. C. Willis. 
General Secretary of the Miners’ Federation, led a group of m ilita n t  
trade unions out of the conference to form “T he Industrial 
Socialist Labor Party”, which set out to  win support in other States 
around a program of rejecting parliamentary action in favor of 
setting up the “Industrial Republic of Australia”.
In October, 1920, the Federal Executive of the Labor Party 
reacted to the pressures with a move without precedent in the 
annals of the Labor Movement. Declaring that the time had 
arrived for “a bold move forward”, the Executive called upon all 
bona fide trade unions to meet in a conference “to see if the) 
could find a surer and shorter road to the socialist objective”. The 
upshot was the adoption by the Labor Party of the objective 
“the socialisation of the means of production, distribution 
exchange” and a detailed scheme of implementation patterned of 
the concept of the One Big U nion (itself a product of the IWW)' 
Labor leaders like W illis, E. J. Holloway (then President of the
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Melbourne Trades H all Council, later M HR), J. A. Beasley (then 
President of the Sydney Labor Council, later M HR), and R. J. 
Heffron (later Premier of New South Wales) spoke lyrically of 
the coming decade as “bringing about the transition of capitalism  
to socialism”.
But it was one thing to praise the Bolsheviks in Russia and 
quite another to apply revolutionary concepts to the Australian 
scene! Bitter divisions developed in the Labor Party on the impor­
tant issue of “methods”, with the result that from the first position 
on the “fighting platform ”, socialisation was relegated to the 
position of “ultimate objective”, and an elaborate scheme of 
militant activity around a “Council of Action” effectively sabotaged. 
The socialisation objective receded further and further into the 
background in Labor Party politics and, despite valiant efforts 
by key union officials like W illis, the One Big U nion was still­
born. However, current trends unleashed by the October Revolu­
tion did lead to the growth of trade union unity, culm inating in 
the important unification of the Australian Council of Trade 
Unions in 1927 — in the conditions actually a more realistic 
approach.
It was in the developments among the socialist groups that 
the October Revolution, in an historical sense, had its most signi­
ficant impact. All sincere in their acceptance of the marxist content 
°f the October Revolution, they were also divided on the im ­
portant question of how to further the movement in Australia 
in the new situation. T he important issue of the future orientation 
of the socialist groups was resolved with the formation and consoli- 
Communist Party . . . and there began the long and 
.cu lt struggle to achieve, operating from that essential base, one 
united working class movement accepting the theory and practice 
° i scientific socialism.
W ith the influence of the October Revolution still deep-going, 
ln spite of now sustained right wing counter activity, there were 
some important initial successes. On W illis’ casting vote as chair­
man, the NSW  Conference of the Labor Party in 1923 voted in 
avor of affiliation of the Communist Party. Although backed by 
majority of affiliated unionists, the decision was never accepted 
tw Pract^ e by the right wing leaders of the Labor Party and the 
o parties went their separate ways, with, however, plenty of 
x?1niples since then of united activity on vital immediate problems.
na As a direct result of the October Revolution, proletarian inter- 
10nalism reached its highest peak in Australia, as elsewhere, 
, Pressed in political and industrial links —  “ground 
ork which contributed in a fundamental sense to the develop- 
ent of the Labor Movement internationally.
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W ith the receding of the revolutionary wave in the 20s, 
socialist perspectives temporarily lost their immediacy in Australia, 
but in the many other urgent, vital issues that arose the impact 
of the Russian Revolution not only continued to be felt but, in 
a sense, more profoundly and more widely, as the life and death 
struggle with fascism developed.
T h e concept of peaceful co-existence upon which the new 
Soviet State had based its relations with capitalist states now gath­
ered new meaning in the call for collective security to halt 
aggression and while, despite tremendous world-wide support, fail­
ing to prevent the Second W orld War, it did bring its dividends 
in A llied war time unity that resulted in the defeat of the 
aggressors.
In all this the people of Australia, and particularly the Labor 
movement, played their part. True, anti-communist “cold war” 
policies have since brought further imperialist aggression and 
conflicts and the ever-present threat of a new world war, but it 
is a measure of the significance of the historical events of October, 
1917, that the Soviet Union today stands guard in defence of peace, 
with a literally decisive voice on the issue.
T h e  sober fact is that despite the efforts of reactionary circles, 
their continued provocations, their periodical campaigns of slander, 
the support for the Soviet U nion won in the October days and 
strengthened particularly in the course of the Second W orld War 
have never really been lost, the tremendous impact of the 1917 
Revolution never eradicated, but, indeed, it has grown and deep­
ened with the passage of years.
T he basic task confronting communists that so clearly emerged
in the discussions around the Bolshevik Revolution in 191?
remains . . .  to assist the entire Labor movement towards an . . . . .  . )iorientation of scientific socialism expressed in the “here and now 
in the stand to be taken on current immediate questions like the 
effects of the new technology on living standards, war budgets- 
threats to national independence, and reactionary Asian wars . ■ 
in the process creating a movement ready and able to take adva*1' 
tage of objective conditions, as they develop, for decisive social^1 
achievement.
It is in this context that the concept of the Coalition of the 
Left is so significant and important. It is, in part, the application 
to the pressing needs of the present period of the profound 
socialist thinking in the days follow ing October, 1917, that led 
to the Labor Party’s socialisation objective, the formation of the 
Communist Party, and the moves for rapprochement between the 
Communist Party and the Labor Party.
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Adam THE SCIENCE 
Schaff OF MAN
An extract from a paper read by a Polish philosopher 
at the Congress of the International Sociological Asso­
ciation held in France, September 1966.
PROBLEMS of the philosophy of man, and particularly the 
question of the relationship between the individual and society, 
become historically important whenever the stabilized social order 
begins to waver and when, together with it, the socially accepted 
system of values loses its stability. As long as the social machinery 
functions without frictions, as long as— in a marxist phrase—  
there is harmony between the forces and the relations of pro­
duction, the individual, formed as he is by these social relations, 
tends to regard them as natural; and in the same way he accepts 
the prevailing norms of social intercourse by which his relation­
ships with society are regulated. This is a very simple process 
and in most cases it takes place unconsciously since people, 
through their upbringing within a society and a social group, 
receive from society their language, a certain mode of viewing 
the world and of thinking and a system of values with its habits, 
customs and morals. It is only the collapse of the social order, 
the rise of objective conflicts within the base, and, consequently, 
in the superstructure, the upsetting and disintegration of a 
traditionally accepted system of values that makes the individual 
start considering his identity and asking about his relationships 
With other individuals, with society.
What makes a decent life? T his is a question which, in various 
°rms, has always faced human beings. But at times of revolution  
°r of transition from one socio-economic system to another, when 
^here is a breakdown in the traditional relations between the 
Individual and society and the arduous formation of new ones, 
his question asserts itself with particular force. People become 
‘‘cutely aware that they are no longer able or willing to live in 
he old way, without yet knowing how they should live. Such 
Periods encourage the individual to reflect on his status and his 
'Jestiny; and they stimulate the development of a philosophy of 
*&an. Historically, these have been the periods of an ‘explosion’
this kind of inquiry, when the Socratic current, for which 
j .an is the primary object of philosophy, has driven out the 
ernocritean trend, a philosophy of nature for which the over-
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riding task is to investigate and formulate the general laws 
governing reality.
T hat historical conflicts play an important role in the conflicts 
of human consciousness— and this turns men’s minds inwards— 
was clearly seen in the past, and is seen also today, by those 
thinkers to whom man and his problems are the main subject 
of inquiry. T he doctrine of an unhappy, torn consciousness was 
the work of Hegel; today, in quite different conditions, his 
thoughts are approvingly repeated by Jean Hyppolite:
B ut critical periods in  history are those in which the old o rder is 
already no  m ore th an  semblance, and the new one has no t yet emerged. These 
periods of transition  which precede revolution are also periods of spiritual 
dilem m a. T h e  dialectic reaches the  m in d  only as a negative dialectic. Its 
positive side, which is the opposite of the  negative, has yet to be perceived. 
Since the  tim e of Hegel a ttention  has been repeatedly drawn to the  crises 
preceding the  great changes in  the  field of accepted values. B ut Hegel's 
analysis seems to us particu larly  original for its time.*
More than a century ago, in  1845—when Marx was working 
on his first writings— Soren Kierkegaard observed in his diary that
fieriods preceding great changes see the appearance of men who, ike certain birds which announce the coming of rain, are capable 
of predicting the imminent social storm.* According to Hans 
Schoeps this can apply to many thinkers of that period (and, let 
me add, certainly to Marx), who, long before their contemporaries, 
correctly foresaw the crisis of the age and the breakdown of the 
existing system of values. These sentiments were surely expressed 
most forcefully and with an admirable clarity by a contemporary 
observer of events, Alexis de Tocqueville:
I t  is obvious to me th a t those who for sixty years have been predicting 
the end of the revolution, are in  error. I t  is q u ite  clear today th a t the waves 
are still rising, and the  last dams are th rea tened  by the sea; th a t no t only 
have we no t seen the  end of th a t pow erful revolution which began before 
We were born  b u t i t  is also p robable th a t a child  today receiving his first 
glim pse of the ligh t of the day will no t see i t  e ither. W hat is involved is no 
-longer a  change, bu t a  complete transform ation  of the  social system. Where 
is th e  world heading? Frankly, I  do no t know and I th ink  th a t this is b e y o n d  
the m inds of all of us. W e only know th a t th e  old world is draw ing to an 
end. W h at will the  new world be like? Even the  greatest m inds of ou r tixne 
are unab le  to tell, ju st as the  m inds of the ancients could not foresee the  end 
of slavery, th e  advent of the  Christian world, the invasion of the  barbarian* 
and all those things which have changed the  face of the  globe.*
These words—written by Tocqueville to a friend in 1850— 
vividly convey the state of m ind of those people who were then 
concerned with the question of the individual and his r e la t io n ­
ship with a rapidly changing society. And their name was legio^
* Jean  H yppolite, E tudes sur M arx  et Hegel. L ib. M arcel Riviere, Paris 1955’ 
pp. 60-1.
* Soren K ierkegaard, Tagebucher, ed. T h . Haecker, 1, p. 326. Q uoted after 
H ans Schoeps, W as ist der M ensch?  M usterschm idt Verlag, G ottingen 1960, p . 2O’
* A. de Tocqueville, (Euvres, T om e V, Paris 1866, p. 461-2 (L etter to  Eugene 
Stoffels, of 28 A pril, 1850.)
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It was precisely this problem, under the comprehensive name 
of humanism, which was the dominant note in the circles in which 
Karl Marx moved and which in a sense fashioned his attitudes. 
Feuerbach, Moses Hess, Bruno Bauer, Max Stirner and many 
others, including the young Marx, are all preoccupied with  
this question which they regard as of the utmost importance: 
how can man who has been turned into a slave of his alienated 
products be made the independent creator of his destiny? how  
to ensure a full and unrestricted development of his personality? 
how to create the most favorable conditions of human happiness 
and to transform human existence into something in keeping 
with the ideal of man, with his ‘essence’ (or, in the language of 
those days, to transform the real man into the true man)?
On closer inspection the problems then tackled by the propon­
ents of humanistic tendencies prove to be still extremely relevant. 
Here is man faced by an alienated world in which his products 
—in the field of economy, politics, ideology (particularly religion) 
and social life (particularly the family)— are acquiring a certain 
independence; they no longer submit to the individual’s power 
and will, but, on the contrary, begin to dominate and subjugate 
him. Like the devil's disciple, man has unleashed forces which 
he is unable to control. Hence the need to transform this inhuman 
world, in which things are masters of men, into a human world—  
a world of free human beings who are architects of their destiny 
and to whom man is the supreme good. A humanism of this kind 
is a theory of happiness. T he prime objective is to make people 
haPPy. to make them capable of happiness.
In taking up these problems Marx was in no way breaking 
new ground: nor was he isolated in his endeavors. On the con- 
rary, in Lenin’s fine phrase, he was following the broad highway 
the issues and thoughts of his age. This was one of the reasons 
or his greatness and one of the sources of his relevance today; 
in exP̂ a*ns why he seems so close to us when we ask these questions 
our own conditions. For while the problems studied by the 
young Marx and his contemporaries had a wider historical validity, 
aching far back into the past, it was then that they made them- 
* *  particularly felt. It was obvious to everybody— and the 
of the French Revolution were a painful reminder—  
stji, lbe old world was drawing to an end. T he new world was 
in Kmergent’ revealiRS ancl aggravating the basic contradictions 
the process. The old system of values had collapsed and the 
w system was in a formative stage, asserting itself amid a host 
H - n f l i a ,  T he problem of the individual— lost and craving 
to r  ^  oppressed and pining for freedom, exploited and longing  
sha1V? a  ̂ life, rent and thirsting for happiness—stood out more 
(ju/P.y than ever in clear and vivid relief. It became the salient 
stion of an age of change and revolution.
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And it is this which makes these issues touch so sensitive 
a chord today, in a situation which is different but similar, in an 
age of incomparably sharper conflicts and contradictions which 
are, however, analogous to the old ones.
Marx and his contemporaries— Kierkegaard among them— 
asked questions about human existence and advanced various 
humanist programs because this existence was clearly threatened 
and because society obviously demanded answers to certain prob­
lems. Hegel wrote that no philosophy can go beyond the limits 
of its age— an idea which can also be phrased differently; each 
philosophy, and certainly philosophy which is not without response, 
provides answers to some topical questions and problems. This is 
why problems of the individual are also tackled by us today in a 
variety of philosophical guises and why the young Marx’s work 
seems so much in tune with our own reflections.
T he domination of anthropological themes in m odem  philo­
sophy arises out of the demand for answers concerning human 
existence at a time when this existence is in danger and when, 
at the watershed between two formations, the traditional system 
of values has been undermined. On this point there is a consensus 
of opinion among all students of the subject who are otherwise 
very far apart, if not diametrically opposed, in their philosophical 
convictions.
Here is the view of a communist, Roger Garaudy:
T h e  two world wars have had  a decisive influence on the  form ation and devel­
opm ent of the  philosophy of existence. Above all, i t  was largely due  to  them 
th a t all philosophies—atheist existentialism ; C hristian philosophy, m arxism -' 
h ad  to become philosophies of existence because the  foundations of human 
existence h ad  been questioned and the  answer could no longer be delayed' 
T h ere  is no m odern, living philosophy w hich does not reflect th is situation of 
m an, the situation  of all m en, enm eshed as they are in  general conflicts and 
unknow n destinies, facing a continuous th rea t of death, experiencing a fear 
generalised on the  scale of the events which engender it.*
And at the other pole of philosophy we find Martin Buber 
who, in my view, has provided one of the most interesting analyse5 
of the subject— all the more interesting as it was formulated before 
the outbreak of the second world war, and thus before its conse- 
quences for man’s situation in the world today were known. I11 
Le probleme de I'homme* Buber speaks of ebbs and flows i” 
anthropological thought which depend on man’s sense of isolation  
If an explanation were added of the source of this isolation an^ 
the reason why man feels ‘without hearth or hom e’ in a rapidly 
changing world in which human relations and their underlyi11#
♦Roger G araudy, Perspective de I’hom m e. Presses Univ. de France, Paris 1959' 
p . 8.
•M artin  Buber, L e  problem e de I’hom m e, A ubier, Paris 1962, p . 19.
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systems of values are subject to revolutionary changes, one could 
fully agree with this diagnosis.
But it is only in our times, says Buber, that the anthropolo­
gical problem has fully matured. He thinks that— apart from the 
evolution and crystallization of philosophical thought in general—  
this is due to two factors.
First comes the sociological factor: the disintegration of the 
traditional forms of human society, such as the family, the rural 
and urban community, etc., which are a result of the bourgeois 
revolution.
Secondly—and this is in my view the most interesting part of 
his argument—man has lost control over the world he has himself 
created— the phenomenon which Marx once called, after Hegel, 
alienation.
This concerns the relationship  between m an and the objects and relations 
which arose out of his activity o r w ith his participation . Man lets himself 
be overtaken by his own works—here  is exactly how I w ould describe this 
particular feature of the m odern crisis. M an is no longer in a position to take 
in the world created by his own activity; this world is getting  the u p p e r hand 
of him, slipping ou t of his hands, opposing him  in all its elem entary indepen­
dence, and man no longer knows the magic word which could cast a spell 
over the man-m ade Golem and m ake him  harmless.*
His wording may be different, but Buber is referring to the 
same developments that preoccupied the young Marx and his con­
temporaries when they analysed the status of the individual in 
relation to the great upheavals of their age. And he is discussing 
the same things when speaking of technology, economics and 
politics as the main domains in which the ascendancy of man- 
made things and relations over man is revealed.
In Buber’s analysis the problem is placed in particularly sharp 
^ehef in the case of politics— in the light of the experiences of 
World War I. Naturally, his words take no account of the appal- 
jng experience of the second world war and its aftermath, or of 
e at°m ic sword of Damocles now hanging over mankind.
ljfê  so m an found himself confronted w ith a sinister fact: he  was giving 
0£ tj^.° demons which he could not then subjugate. W hat was the m eaning 
to ls P °" 'cr which was a t the  same tim e powerless? T h e  problem  was reduced 
practfcal11̂ 81*0-'̂  a*3° u t tbe  n a tu re  ° f  m an, which was acquiring a new, suprem ely
And this is surely where the essence of the problem lies: in 
in r i Philosophical anthropology has acquired a practical mean- 
It explains why such inquiries exploded after the first world
♦ On B“ ber- °P- Cit., p. 60.
P- « t-, p. 61.
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war, and even more after the second—an interesting socio-psycho- 
logical phenomenon emphasised by both Buber and Garaudy. In 
the twenties Martin Heidegger summed up the position in these 
pointed words:
In  no  age before has so m uch knowledge about m an been accumulated 
and never has i t  been so diversified. B ut in no age before have we known 
less abou t m an. In no period before has man been the  object of so many 
questions as in our tim e.*1
Symptoms of alienation have long been present in society— 
probably ever since the inception of social life— but never have 
they been so drastic and powerful as they are today in all possible 
forms: economic, political, social, and ideological. Human exist­
ence has always been, throughout history, subject to various 
dangers, but never before has this threat acquired such tremen­
dous dimensions and never has it been fraught with such terrifying 
consequences for the existence of mankind as today.
And, naturally, in the past, too, systems of values have been 
rocked. But never before has this been so universal and far- 
reaching as today when in one part of the world the conviction 
is growing that the old systems of values, though publicly vener­
ated, have outlived themselves and are no longer of use, while in 
the other part men are harassed by a situation in which new 
systems have not yet been consolidated and thus are not yet as 
useful as they should be.
Small wonder then that the individual feels threatened, in­
secure, frightened, that he does not feel organically united with 
society and, consequently, feels lonely and isolated. These are 
normal things at a time of change and of a weakening of human 
relations. But it is also normal that in such periods man tends 
to wonder about himself and to ponder questions which are other­
wise hardly noticed; it is at such times that the role and importance 
of philosophical anthropology grows considerably. In Buber’s fir>e 
words:
In  th e  history of the  hum an  sp irit I  d istinguish ages when m an has * 
hom e and those in which he is homeless. In  the form er he inhab its the  world 
like a  house, in  the  la tter h e  lives in the world as in  an open field, sometiffl6* 
even w ithout the  four pegs necessary to  p u t  up  a tent. In the  form er anthro­
pological though t is only p a rt of cosmological thinking, in  th e  la tte r it becomeS 
profound , and thus independent.*
It is precisely at such a historical juncture—when men live 
society not as in a house but as in an open field— that our w orld  
has found itself today; particularly since the second world war 
and the beginning of the atomic age.
♦M artin  Heidegger, K ant u n d  das Problem  der M etaphysik, Verlag Fr. Cohen, 
Bonn 1929, p. 200.
•O p. cit., p . 19.
XU  A  W  .1  S E X  A N DW. A. Wood MORALITY
A present member and former Deacon of the Congrega­
tional Church discusses the report of a Working Party 
of the British Council of Churches.
TH E UPSURGE of new writing about what some people call the 
‘Sexual Revolution’ has yielded at least one very fine booklet, Sex 
and Morality, a report presented to the British Council of Churches.
This is a Protestant body, so its pamphlet doesn’t deal with  
the world wide controversy shaking the Roman Catholic Church 
over the use of the contraceptive pill. But its arguments w ill rein­
force those trying to bring the Catholic hierarchy down on the side 
of the humanist approach.
T he Australian press widely publicised and, on the whole, 
welcomed Sex and Morality when it was published last year, without 
apparently realising its implications as to the non-religious basis 
of ethical judgments. W e can be sure that if these were missed 
on earth, they will not have escaped the notices of Heaven, which 
can seldom have been treated with such scant ceremony by religious 
people.
T he growing, and highly welcome, dialogue between Christians 
and marxists has been conspicuous from the start for the cour­
ageous willingness of the Christian side to modify positions which 
have been thought by many people, Christian and non-Christian, 
j°  be basic to them. T his movement in recent times has been
by the Bishop of W oolwich, whose book Honest to God showed 
a willingness to depart from the conception of God as a supreme 
personal ruler. And, last year, there came to Australia the beauti­
ful, smiling Mother Gorman with her cheerful formula, God =  X  
( lf you like’).
For the authors of the Council of Churches pamphlet, God 
certainly seems to exist as a person, but a person with modern 
eas whose wishes, or commandments, it would be a pleasure to 
carry out since he wants for us nothing that we would not want 
or ourselves. Turning these pages we get scarcely a glimpse of the 
uerly bachelor of uncertain temper, who, if he thought some-
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body’s moral conduct was open to criticism, had a way of saying 
so with thunderbolts; who thought nothing of annihilating whole 
populations on account of sexual and other deviations. The new 
pam phlet boldly suggests that God “wisely adjusts his requirements 
to our changing needs”. It rejects the “dualism in which the 
interests of the body inevitably conflict with those of the spirit. 
This dualistic view, which has powerfully influenced Christianity 
in the past, is now seen to have no warrant in the Old Testament 
or in the Gospels; it is therefore natural to emphasise the value 
of the body as God’s creation and as good in its own right”.
Having given us these bodies and no doubt being proud of 
it, the God of the new pam phlet is yet able modestly to refrain 
from claiming any exclusive say as to how we should use them. 
There is bound to be a conflict between Christians and non-Chris­
tians on the formal definition of morality, says the pamphlet.
However, th is conflict need no t necessarily extend to  the  content of 
m orality . C hristians believe in a  God who is personal and  loving and who 
wills fo r each m an and woman the  m ost enduring  and com plete happiness 
of which they are capable. B ut m any hum anists also take as their fundamental 
axiom  the  prom otion of hum an  happiness, and  it may be th a t their ideal of 
hum an  happiness coincides m ore or less closely w ith the  C hristian one.
It follows that a non-Christian is as likely as a Christian to 
contribute ideas useful to the promotion of happiness.
T he T en Commandments had a m ixed reception from the 
audience to which they were addressed, both immediately and 
through the centuries. But about a proposed eleventh, which 
emerges from this new book w ith  the same imperative force as the 
earlier ten did from Sinai, there w ill be few if any complaints. 
M aking the essential point that the “coital relationship is not a 
separate entity but is the final expression of the whole marriage 
relationship”, the book says;
T hose re la tional acts of coitus betw een husband  and  wife which cement 
and deepen th e ir  love . . . such coitus is directly beneficial to the  whole 
family. I t  cannot too strongly be stressed th a t the  well-being of the  family 
depends to a greater extent than  has perhaps been realised h ith e rto  on the 
well-being of one flesh—and, to  th a t well-being, regu lar coitus makes * 
p rofound  contribution .
N ot the decrees of God but the welfare of man is the stan d ­
point from which these authors answer every query about sexua l 
conduct. Even from this standpoint, they are elastic both i°  
formulating rules and in suggesting what the rules, if any, shou ld  
mean. Out of the window goes St. Thomas Aquinas with his 
immutable ‘Natural Law’. In comes Aristotle, with his verdict 
that ‘morality can never be an exact science’.
It follows that, while believing in marriage and in sex withi1* 
marriage, the pamphlet authors are not prepared to say that> 
before or outside marriage, it is invariably and absolutely wrong-
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Further, if casual, extra-marital sex is wrong, it is wrong be­
cause of its effect on humans and human welfare—not because 
of anything Moses said:
People can, of course, have sexual experience which is trivially pleasurable 
or m ildly therapeutic: no  heaven or hell about it. B u t it is the  n a tu re  of the 
experience th a t you d o n ’t know which it is going to  be, fo r yourself o r  the 
other person . . . w hat is an agreeable recreation for one m ay be a  consum ing 
fire for the  other.
T he different meanings it may have for the two sexes is also 
stressed; the advent of the liberating ‘p ill’ has failed to redress the 
balance of risk to the em otional stability of the partners. Biological
firocesses, the working party claims, condition a woman not simply or the act of intercourse but for the adaptation of a large part 
of her life towards child-bearing whether a child is expected or 
planned at any single act of intercourse or not.
For m any women the act of intercourse has its chief significance in her 
readiness to become th e  m other of her p a rtn e r’s child.
A woman’s responses are “less quickly aroused’’ but “even more 
tenacious and forward looking” than a man’s, says the pamphlet.
Also to be thought of is the welfare of a possible third party 
to the transaction. T he pamphlet, has not overmuch respect for 
Moses’ commandments but heartily stresses two of Dr. Alex  
Comfort’s: “Thou shalt not exploit another person’s feelings and 
wantonly expose them to an experience of rejection” and “Thou  
shalt not negligently risk producing an unborn child”.
T he pamphlet views divorce from the same humanist stand­
point. In effect, marriage was made for the benefit of humans, 
not the other way round. “Marriage is primarily about human 
relationships . . .  it is at the service of love.” W hen love has 
ended—not merely erotic emotion but all feeling of companion­
ship and belonging— then marriage has in effect ended and “can 
Recently be terminated . . . N o principle is maintained by refusal 
o concede that the marriage, as a marriage, no longer exists”, 
urther, a second marriage should not only be allowed; it can 
e encouraged, because, if successful, it may make amends for the 
rors of the first.
From the same standpoint also the pamphlet deals with 
o ^ i o n  which the committee would like to see “freed from many 
the present legal restrictions”. It does not have a section on 
omosexuality but a similarly humane approach to this problem  
ems to be implied in its recommendation that the Government 
r rin8 lhe law affecting sexual conduct into line with informed 
° ntemporary opinion”.
- T h e  committee writing the pamphlet agrees that it may be
of step with the main body of Christian judgm ent” in refusing
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to say that “chastity consists in  obedience to an invariable rule 
which forbids sexual intercourse outside marriage”. In justification 
for thus having jettisoned the Law and most of the Prophets the 
committee effectively replies:
W e have no t said th a t all rules are  valueless. W e have tried  to show that 
rules by themselves are an inadequate  basis for m orality. No ru le  can cover 
all th e  varied and complex situations in  which m en and women find themselves.
If the pam phlet’s humanist outlook, already endorsed and 
acted on by the community at large, is accepted also by the 
churches, thus making it unanimous, what is the future for 
monogamous marriage as an institution? So far it has been 
preserved with the powerful aid of a squad of dragons guarding 
the portals of illicit and extramarital sex.
One of these, the threat of venereal disease, has been slain or 
greatly weakened by modern medical science; another, the fear of 
unwanted children by the one and only pill. A third, the social 
stigma attached to it by ironclad moralists mainly entrenched 
within the established churches, is now beginning to look distinctly 
sick and seedy under the assaults of such people as the British 
Council of Churches W orking Committee, authors of this booklet.
If, in these circumstances, marriage remains ‘popular’, as the 
Committee says it now is, the reason can only be that people have 
chosen it because it ministers to their lasting happiness —  not 
because they have been scared or lured into it for any other motive. 
And that should be the main concern of all who read this pamph­
let, in which the humanist w ill find everything he wants except 
the formal renunciation of the boasted tie between morality and 
religion.
But the socialist may ask, with due respect, for something 
more. H e may feel inclined to ask the W orking Committee 
whether Engels’ Origin of the Family is not still as correct as when 
published in 1877 — in finding the main reason for loveless 
marriages (and hence the resort to prostitution) in the property- 
preserving motives of class society. Citing evidence of divorce 
judges, the socialist may also ask whether a main reason for the 
break-up even of love-inspired marriages is not the housing sh ort­
age, w ith the consequent problems, rather than the temptations 
of illicit romance.
T h e  Committee writes as though the economic emancipation 
of women even in class society was an accomplished fact. It isn’t- 
Only when it is accomplished —  and no pill ever dreamed of by 
the chemists can do this —  will proper conditions be created for 
testing the innate worth of marriage or any other institution.
Engels believed that in such circumstances prostitution w o u ld  
vanish; ‘monogamy, instead of collapsing, at last becomes a reality
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__for men also!’ But he added that this question would be
decided by a new generation of men who had never known what 
it was to buy a woman’s surrender and a generation of women who 
had never had to give themselves to a man for fear of the economic 
consequences.
W hen these people are in the world, they will care precious little  fo r what 
anybody today thinks they should do. T hey will m ake their own practice and 
their corresponding public opinion about the  practice of each individual — 
and that will be the end of it.
It is impossible even to speculate about this without one’s 
thoughts being influenced by the prejudices and preconceptions 
arising from existing society and existing levels of knowledge. 
Some of the pamphlet’s own statements, cautious as they are, may 
turn out to have been too sweeping — for instance, as to the nature 
of women’s sexual response.
W e can say, however, with Engels, that the rules and practices 
of the new society will be formulated with little or decreasing 
impediment due to ignorance and with no impediment at all 
deriving from class-based prejudice. T o  achieve a situation where 
such rules can be framed to govern not only sexual but all other 
departments of human conduct seems to be not the least important 
of the reasons for carrying through the socialist revolution.
FROM T H E  R E PO R T  of the Child W elfare Advisory Council of 
NSW on the subject of social problem s arising in relation to p re ­
m arital intercourse, 1967:
15- T here  are a num ber of forces in the  comm unity that “m ilitate 
against a sense of responsibility and chastity” in adolescent re la­
tionships, among them:
(a) A dult control. Adolescents have an understandable lack of 
respect for current ad u lt standards, and this tends to  lessen the 
effectiveness of ad u lt control.
(b) Models for behaviour. T h e  m oral code of society and the 
accepted standards of behaviour have become progressively less clear 
this adolescent; the influence of the mass m edia may accentuate
(c) Difficulty of supervision. T h e  m obility and affluence of the 
contem porary adolescent m ake chaperoning or its equivalent virtually
Encouragem ent of a teenage cult. Having m uch money to 
a nd  on “pleasure”, the adolescent is the subject of a cam paign by 
... ^ t i o n  of the commercial world to over-stim ulate and exploit the
eenager". T h e  personal transistor radio — the voice of exploita­
tion — is powerful.
55
Dorothy THE JOURNEY OF 
Hewett HENRY LAWSON
Well-known novelist and poetess Dorothy Hewett com­
pletes her article written on the occasion of the centenary 
of the birth of Henry Lawson, June  17, 1867. (The first 
part of this article appeared in the June-July issue.)
Towards the end of 1892, with £5 from the Bulletin and a 
ticket to Bourke, (or Comeanaveadrink) Lawson set out for copy- 
He got enough to fill volumes of his greatest short stories.
Hungerford and Bourke were the second great world of the 
Lawson short stories. It was a world perfectly suited to Lawson’s 
genius, its faiths and its limitations, its innocence, drunkenness, 
weakness, morality, and horror, set against a landscape in hell-
Sky like a wet grey blanket; plains like dead seas, save for the  tufts of 
coarse grass sticking up ou t of the water; scrub, indescribably dism al—every­
th ing  dam p, d a r t ,  an d unspeakably dreary. (In  a W et Season).
H e and his mate, Jim Gordon, sometimes thought the prototype 
of M itchell, joined the General Workers’ U nion under assumed 
names. For 18 months they m ixed with the ordinary men Lawson 
would immortalise as the spirit of bush unionism and mate- 
ship, of broken lives and tragedy. T he spirit of bush unionism 
was dying away. Lawson caught the tone of that dying fa  ̂
in the Bourke and Hungerford stories, e.g. Hungerford, In a Dry 
Season, In a Wet Season, The Shantykeeper’s Wife, Shooting the 
Moon, The Bush Undertaker, Macquarie’s Mate, The Drover's W>fe' 
all the marvellous Mitchell stories told in Stiffner’s grog shanty> 
and along the track with the moon rising.
T h e  m oon rose away ou t on the  edge of a  smoky p lain , seen through a 
sort of tunnel o r arch in  the fringe of m ulga beh ind  which we were c a m p e d '' 
Jrfck M itchell and I. T h e  tim ber p ro p er was ju st beh ind  us, very thick an 
very dark . T h e  moon looked like a big new copper boiler set on edge ofl 
the  horizon of the  p lain , w ith th e  top tu rn ed  towards us and a lo t o f old rags 
and straw b u rn in g  inside. (Our Pipes).
Back from Bourke, Lawson set off for New Zealand in  1893 with ' 
a free passage. For three months he was unemployed in WellinS' 
ton, sleeping in a sewerage pipe. T hen  he got a job on the South 
Island, as a telegraph linesman, work that he loved. Out 0*
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these experiences came the immortal Steelman and Smith stories: 
outsiders journeying on a discovery of themselves and society.
H e left a steady job in New  Zealand for the promise of the 
editorship of a new daily Worker in Sydney, but three days 
after he reached home the daily Worker folded up, and “After 
a deal of shuffling humbug” as he puts it, Lawson was offered 
a subordinate post on the weekly Worker. In a month he was out 
of a job with a “disastrous effect on his politics and his creative 
morale.” 9
From this experience seems to date much of his disillusionment 
with the Labor movement and Labor Party politicians.
Lawson was a pretty good hand at pricking the big bright 
balloons of the nineties. “T h e sunlit plains extended” were apt to 
extend a bloody long weary way for the man on foot, as against 
the man on horseback, and the gilt on the Golden Nineties legend 
wore very thin for the workless Sydneysider, as against A. G. 
Stephens editing the Red Page from the security of the Bulletin 
office. Lawson’s point of view, criticised by Stephens, was as 
simple and as basic as that. (e.g. T he Lawson-Paterson Bush 
controversy in verse, and The Golden Nineties sketch.)
Already, in 1896, the title of his first book of verses, In the Days 
When the World Was Wide, sounds like a middle-aged man 
looking backwards, yet Lawson was only twenty-nine.
DRIFTING AND SHIFTING
From Lawson’s traumatic marriage to Bertha Bredt in 1896 
dates a whole period of shifting from place to place, even as far 
afield as London. T o  Lawson far fields were always greener, but, 
although he had some big literary success in the years between 1896 
and 1902, (the years of his marriage), he never succeeded in 
escaping from himself and his problems.
Bertha Lawson encouraged him  in these wanderings, mainly t° 
get him  away from the bailiff and the drink problem, which was 
becoming more and more compulsive as the years passed. They 
sailed for Western Australia in  1896, with an advance of £1^ 
from Angus and Robertson on his first short story collection- 
While the Billy Boils. Back in Sydney, Lawson threw himself 
into the boozy male world of the “Dawn to Dusk Club” with 
his bohemian friends, Victor Daley, Jack LeGay Brereton, Fred 
Broomfield, Nelson Illingworth and Bertram Stevens. Lawson j 
held the title of “Bard of the T ribe.”
Bertha got him  off to New Zealand and teaching jobs in a Maori 
school, where it is thought most of the Joe W ilson stories were
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written, with Joe W ilson as Lawson’s alter ego, and Mary stand­
ing in as Bertha.
A sinecure in the Government Statistician’s Office in Sydney 
lasted only six weeks. Lawson couldn’t stomach any sort of office 
routine and this consisted only of signing on at 9 a.m., doing his own 
writing during working hours, and signing off at 4.30 p .m .10 
Probably to get him  away from Hannah Thornburn (or Thom - 
burn) an artist’s model for Nelson Illingworth, the sculptor, 
Bertha and their two young children, accompanied Lawson to 
London in 1900. London was obviously a literary mecca for 
Lawson. Perhaps he hoped to get the kind of literary evaluation  
there he had never really had in Australia. In spite of some real 
successes he was homesick in England, his obsessive drinking  
began again, and after Bertha’s nervous breakdown, an advance 
from Blackwood’s magazine brought the Lawsons back to Sydney 
in 1902.
There is some evidence to support the belief that Lawson had 
intended leaving Bertha and living with Hannah Thornburn  
on his return, but two weeks before the ship berthed Hannah  
was dead It had been a mysterious and romantic love affair as 
many Victorian extra-marital affairs of this sort tended to be. It 
was never tested by any of the difficulties of brutal reality. N o  
wonder Hannah became Lawson’s "spirit girl” and the subject 
of much sentimental poetry. Later he fictionalised her as “T hat 
Pretty Girl in the Army” and “T he Lily of St. Leonards” one 
of Lawson’s good bad girls with a past, another typically Victorian 
point of view.
T he marriage between Bertha and Henry, which began as a 
love match, was soon over. They lived together in Sydney only 
briefly, and, after the death of their new-born baby, and Lawson’s 
attempted suicide at Manly, Bertha applied for a legal separation 
and left him.
ELDER MAN'S LANE
In his last years Lawson lived in Sydney lodgings, drinking 
neavily) and writing spasmodically, with a great deal of hack work. 
H e developed paranoic and manic-depressive tendencies, was 
several times a patient in a Sydney mental clinic, went to jail for 
Wlfe starving’, was rescued several times by his old mates, and 
sent to Mallacoota Inlet to stay with E. J. Brady, and to a sinecure 
as poet in residence’ at the Leeton Irrigation Scheme.
It was a quixotic idea. Leeton was a prohibition ' area, 
awson resented his banishment and made sardonic copy out of 
ln sketches like The Unknown God at Nar rand era, but it did
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result in a number of stories and the creation of two odd ‘beat’ 
characters, Previous Convictions and Dotty.
Henry Lawson died penniless in 1922 at the early age of 55. 
H is body was found in the backyard of the little cottage he shared 
with Mrs. Elizabeth Byers, his ‘little landlady’ or ‘little mother’, 
16 years his senior, who had stuck to him all through these last 
bitter years. Even the names he gave her are synonymous with 
his dependence.
“Personally, socially and politically Lawson was ill equipped 
to enter the 20th Century”, writes Frank Hardy. “His decline 
had already begun in the nineties with the decline of militancy 
in  the Australian Labor movement.” 11
There is some truth in this but it is too simple. Lawson 
could never see life in terms of black and white. Life for him was 
contradictory, diverse and ironic.
One could ask the question, why did not personal tragedy 
and suffering make Lawson a greater writer? Scott Fitzgerald 
destroyed himself by compulsive drinking but went on to make 
creative copy out of his own tragedy in The Crack Up. It is 
interesting to compare Lawson’s last ‘Johnson’ stories with the 
Fitzgerald stories in The Crack Up, particularly Lawson’s first 
story in the series, Johnson’s Jag, (Bulletin Dec. 26, 1912).
Johnson’s Jag is a strong story, objective, pitiless and tragic 
in the best Lawson sense. T here are signs in this group of stories 
that Lawson was moving into a new period in his writing, a new 
book with a Sydney city setting, that he was struggling to evaluate 
his tragic experiences, both personally and even politically, 
although there is little overt politics in these stories and 
sketches. 12
But worn out with the struggle to live, mental illness, 
alcoholism and isolation, he could not encompass any longer the 
kind of feats he managed in the old days. Jack Lang, his brother- 
in-law, has recounted how They Wait on the Wharf in Black was 
written on the same night Lawson was carted home dead  
drunk. 13
H e knew a lot more about people, mateship, utopian ideas, 
and himself, than he knew in 1888. If it was a less enchanted 
vision, in some ways it was a broader, truer one (e.g. his sympa­
thetic Chinese sketches, the prophetic The Hopeless Futility of the 
Sydney Streets (1920), and the tragic evaluation of war in the 
poem, Shall we hear the Children Singing, o my brothers).
Lawson lost the sense of his own identity in Blues Point 
Road, Elder Man’s Lane and Skull Street. It had never been very
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strong. H e is nearly always the shadowy observer in the pub or 
round the campfire, or else a kind of split personality inside and 
outside the story.
But in those early days he was sustained by a community of 
men, usually the outcast wanderers in the lonely savage hell of 
Hungerford, the pub and the endless dreary flats, the men they 
might have been and the good Victorian girls who waited, or 
didn’t, lost somewhere in their past.
Flung finally on his own resources, the lost shadow of the 
boy from Pipeclay and the man on the tramp back of Bourke, is 
finally and hopelessly alone. His creation of Benno and the old  
’uns, Previous Convictions, and Dotty, all sentimentalised figures, 
do little to fill the gap. Lawson creates an alter ego, Johnson 
the writer, in an attempt to deal creatively with the problem, 
but Johnson comes out of nothingness, a spook with no roots any­
where, nothing in common with the boy from Pipeclay or the man 
in the shanty bar with Barcoo, Gentleman Once, Awful Example, 
The Giraffe, and Mitchell (the apotheosis of the Saviour). Johnson 
is the sophisticated traveller, world weary, classless, alone and 
drunk on the horse-ferry, with only a desperate stoicism between  
him and the city of dreadful night.
Only for a moment, in Darlinghurst Jail, the mental hospital 
or the Inebriates’ Home (The Boozers' Home prophesied by 
Mitchell?) does Lawson get a faint returning tug of the old com­
munity of men.
But fate and nothingness has taken over, and there is no­
where further to go. T he hell is so complete he can only retreat 
from it. T he grim jokes of Hungerford are too grim now, the 
irony abandoned for the rags of self pity and the shreds of 
sentimentality to cover his unbearable nakedness (e.g. Going In, 
Gentlemen All, His Unconquerable Soul).
Only when the choice was still there to be made could he 
manage himself with a power that triumphed over chaos. T h e  
vision of Sweeney, the drunken wanderer he met at Bourke, in 
me comparatively innocent world of bush and pub and open road, 
could once be faced and pre-shadowed . . . “Visions come to me 
j Sweeney with his bottle in his hand,” but to die in Elder M an’s 
j-ane with a bottle of cheap grog at your foot, and no mate 
eside you, that was a hell past facing and past creating.
. Even Lawson’s jingoism, his conscription doggerel, in the 
y 14-18 war, could be explained by a pathetic longing to get back 
0 the community of men, to become the spokesman for Australia, 
kind of literary Anzac’, even if the people were deluded and 
nited around an imperialistic blood bath.
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Lawson had a surfeit of adulation in his lifetime; big editions, 
a great deal of paternalistic assistance. What he really needed was 
an agent as hard-headed as Angus and Robertson, and a proper 
appreciation of his genius.
“His methods were too original,” writes Arthur Phillips. “He 
died of neglect, hopelessly underestimated.” 14 Phillips castigates 
the imperceptiveness of Lawson’s academic critics who “patronised 
his inspired naivete and nagged him  to adopt conventional 
methods”. What Lawson is getting across to his working-class 
readers is the tone and feel of an experience that they w ill recog­
nise. It is a problem of style created to match the content.
But without a climate of informed appreciation, without the 
belief that his stories were not just a rich regional lode, soon 
worked out, but were universal and for all time, the journey from 
Pipeclay to Elder Man’s Lane had something fatalistic and pre­
ordained about it.
But in spite of it all he walks the streets of Sydney still, and 
puts his indelible contradictory thumb-mark on Australian 
literature . . . 15
the  spook of H enry Lawson, bound for the  Lord knows where; w ith a  couple 
of old magazines carefully rolled in brown p ap er and carried down B lue’s Point 
R oad to give his creditors the impression th a t he  is taking some new stuff over 
to  the B ulletin  and  will presently re tu rn  w ith a cheque. Let m e seel I t  used 
to be: “I plead guilty, your W orship; and I w ant to m ake a statem ent." How 
will it be? “I plead guilty, Lord, and I w ant to m ake a statem ent.” No, no 
statem ent will be necessary then. Or: “I w ant tim e to pay, L ord”? B ut then 
it will be too late.
9 Stephen M urray-Smith, H enry Law son, Lansdowne Press, Melb. 1962.
10 D enton P rou t, Henry Lawson, The G rey Dreamer, Rigby, Adelaide, 1963.
11 Frank  H ardy, The G enius o f H enry Law son, Place, T im e  and C ir c u m ­
stance, Realist W riter, No. 13, Nov. 1963; No. 14, M arch 1964.
12 Cecil M ann, The Stories o f H enry Law son, 3rd Series. E lder Mctn’s 
Lane, Angus and Robertson, 1964.
13 D enton P rout, The G rey Dreamer, op. cit.
14 A. A. Phillips, The A ustralian Tradition, T h e  C raftsm anship of Lawson 
(F. W . Cheshire, Melb. 1958).
15 H enry  Lawson, The Passing o f E lder M a n ’s Lane, T h e  S tories o f Henry  
Law son, 3rd series, op. cit.
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Henri
Martin
FRANCE- 
TOWARDS A 
LEFT COALITION
At the request of ALR, a leading French communist 
reviews experiences leading up to the successes of the left 
in the recent elections in France. (In 1950, Henri Martin, 
a sailor in the French navy, was gaoled for five years for 
his opposition to the war in Vietnam. Mass protests secured 
his release in 1953.— Ed.).
IN T H E  RECENT ELECTIONS in France, the Communist Party 
gained a million votes and almost doubled its number of deputies 
(from 41 to 73). T he grouping of left parties exceeded by 
1,300,000 votes the number cast for the Gaullist party, which 
with 38% is in a minority in the country. T he most important 
aspect of these elections is that the union o f the parties of the 
lelt, approved by nearly 10 m illion French citizens, appears as 
the great force of the future, capable of assuring a democratic 
alternative to the personal power. Already, it is evident that the 
new composition of the Assembly will ensure a better hearing 
for the workers in their struggles.
T he monopoly power obviously could not practise a policy 
of social progress, so that year after year all the non-monopolist 
social groups have been hard hit. Despite a growth of production 
by 60% and of labor productivity by 50%, purchasing power has 
fallen for a large number of workers. Moreover the Fifth Plan 
has led to the disappearance each year of 60,000 families of toiling  
farmers; while the concentration of capital also hits the workers 
and the small traders, and compels the small and middle enter­
prises to subordinate themselves to big capital in order to survive. 
A growing number of intellectuals find their aspirations to freedom  
and creative work in conflict with the authoritarian power, and 
'vuh the law of profit.
In this situation the illusions engendered by the Gaullist 
power in 1958 have faded and new groups have come into action.
i f  Political parties representing these groups have been com­
pelled successively to withdraw support of the Gaullist power 
nd then to come out more and more strongly in opposition to it.
®.ut the solutions put forward by these groups maintained  
e division amongst the left parties, and our central committee 
as able to show what the situation was, in posing the following  
Hnestion on April 1, 1965: “W ill the outcome of the struggle 
gainst the personal power be a reactionary solution under other
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forms, or w ill it be a genuinely democratic solution?” T o  take 
the latter path it was obviously necessary to bring about the active 
and loyal co-operation of all the left parties. It was necessary in 
particular to secure co-operation with the socialist leaders, who 
under the pretext of realism, of the need of allies, pursued their 
policy of class-collaboration. T h e candidature of Gaston Defferre 
for the Presidency of the Republic was openly based on an alliance 
with the right to assure a reactionary alternative.
It was a question then of helping the socialist workers solve 
the contradiction which existed between their aspiration to social 
progress, to socialism, on the one hand, and, on the other, the 
pursuit by their party of a policy of class collaboration, with no 
other outcome than to assist reaction to pursue its anti-social 
policy, and to maintain the capitalist regime. T he way to achieve 
this was clearly stated by Maurice Thorez in December, 1962:
For the  forms of the single fron t th e  great lesson of the cam paign for the 
referendum  and for the elections can be expressed in these words: No cut-and- 
dried  plans, no inflexible demands, o r ra th e r one only which is valid bo th  for 
us and for o u r eventual partners—to serve to the  utm ost the interests of the 
workers, the  cause of democracy and peace. W e m ust succeed in proving, little  
by little , th a t the fullest collaboration betw een communists, socialists and 
o ther republicans is necessary for the present, b u t th a t it will be equally  so 
in  the fu tu re , to ensure th a t we undertake  the  construction of socialism in 
the  best possible conditions.
And corresponding to the effort to find in each situation the 
form most favorable to unity, our party in  its 16th, 17th, and 18th 
Congresses set itself the task of reaching ideological agreement, 
of developing new theses on the possibility and the conditions for 
a peaceful passage to socialism through a plurality of parties.
In this manner we deprived the anti-unity forces of their 
argument that we wished to pluck their feathers pending the 
suppression of all the other parties. Similarly our flexible attitude 
contributed to rebutting another anti-unity argument, that we 
stood for ‘all or nothing’.
Thus, in  the referendum of 1962, as we were not able to make 
a common call with the socialists to vote no, our party launched 
the order of the day: “Let us march side by side and strike together 
against the common enemy.” For the presidential election our 
quick decision in favor of a single candidate of the left, in  spite 
of the absence of a common program, delivered a heavy blow 
to the ideas of a reactionary solution and strengthened the left. 
T he unity brought about on this occasion made it possible to 
demonstrate the strength of the left, by presenting it as the only 
serious opposition. T he attitude of our Party in promoting unity 
on this occasion, its loyal efforts to obtain a massive vote in support 
of the single candidate of the left, made a deep impression on the 
non-communist democratic forces. Also the efforts of certai’n 
leaders of the left federation to reach an agreement with the
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Democratic Centre of Lecanuet created a sharp conflict in their 
own ranks.
T he agreement of 20th December gave a decisive check to 
the trend towards an alliance of the right. T he solutions developed 
by our party to put an end to the personal power, its actions to 
take at each point the steps forward that are realistic, its active 
participation in the actions directed against the policies of the 
Gaullist power, made it more difficult each day to justify anti­
communist exclusiveness. More and more often, socialist workers 
found themselves at first side by side, then together with the 
communist workers, against the same enemy, an enemy supported 
on all these essential questions by the reactionaries who were 
posing as democrats and who were presented to the workers 
as allies.
T his agreement was widely respected, since in 382 constitu­
encies where the left was able to present a candidate on the second 
ballot, in 367 there was a single candidate of the left (187 Com­
munist Party, 173 Left Democratic 8c Socialist Federation, and 
7 United Socialist Party). Hence it is possible to envisage with 
confidence the prospect of putting forward a common government 
program.
These developments clearly illustrate the Leninist theory of 
compromise: in no case to reach agreements against the interests 
of the working class, under the pretext of sinking differences; but 
not to reject an agreement which provides the working class with 
allies to fight on a part of its program under the pretext that 
the whole program is not included.
T he agreement provides for the nationalisation of armaments 
and of banks, and the democratic administration of national enter­
prises. Similarly it provides that in the matter of investment, 
priority must be given to housing, to national education, to 
scientific research, to public health. On the political level the 
common text declares: “T h e  Gaullist regime must be eliminated. 
It is incompatible with democracy and constitutes the major 
obstacle to the extension of liberty, to economic and social pro­
gress and to the operation of a consistent policy of peace and 
disarmament.” And it forecasts “the suppression or revision of the 
articles (of the constitution) utilised by the President of the 
Republic to impose personal power.” In foreign policy, it is stated 
concerning Vietnam: “They (the two delegations) consider necessary 
the immediate cessation of American bombardment of North  
Vietnam, and the return to peace in this region by the application 
° f  the Geneva Agreements.”
Hence, contrary to the allegations of the Chinese leaders, our 
policy of unity has not led to the abandonment of the heroic
fi.1
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people of Vietnam, but on the contrary makes it possible to throw 
new forces into the common action against the American escalation, 
and into support for the observance of agreements recognising the 
independence, unity and integrity of the territory of Vietnam.
W hatever disagreements there may be, there is evident in the 
development of these principal themes the possibility for the left 
to set in motion a government program, entirely logical and corres- I 
ponding to the interests of the immense majority of our people.
It is not, of course, a question of stopping at that point; and 
commenting on the current situation, Comrade Waldeck Rochet, 
General Secretary of the Party, declared:
W e consider th a t the problem  of the solution—democratic o r Gaullist—is posed 
m ore sharply than  ever, and for a fu tu re  perhaps nearer a t hand  than  the 
G aullist leaders think. We do not consider, indeed, th a t the present National 
Assembly w ith its false m ajority can last u n til 1972, th a t is for five years. T hat 
is why o ur party  considers that, while continuing to  defend its democratic 
program , it m ust contribute to the strengthening of the left forces on the  basis 
of a common program  of government.
T o gain a majority it is in fact necessary that the left parties 
do not appear only as a force capable of checking the personal 
power, but also as providing a durable alternative.
T o  check the Gaullist power in the immediate future and 
then to sweep it away, importance is attached to the d eve lo p m en t ; 
of struggles, be they for economic gains, for democratic liberties 
or for peace. It is indeed clear that in spite of the important role 
that the new parliament will play, it is the united action of the 
working class and the popular masses which remains decisive, j
These common actions are envisaged by the agreement of 
20th December, but they will take place all the more rapidly, as 
the independent activity of the Party develops amongst the masses. 
Indeed, recent events have again confirmed that the progress of 
unity is linked to the progress of our party: naturally enough, , 
because our party is the party of the working class for whose ' 
interests it fights without compromise. W hen our party progresses 
it is a blow to anti-communist exclusiveness, ancl to disunity in 
the working class. In no circumstances then do we concede that 
unity could progress more quickly through the withdrawal of the 
party, for the contrary is true, as the facts prove.
T he progress of our party is the greater as all its organisations 
struggle against sectarian trends and appear clearly as the best 
workers for unity, demonstrating also that our party is above all 
an instrument at the service of the working class, to assist it to < 
realise its desire for unity. W e are taking every possible step to 
hasten the closer unity which w ill inspire the masses and lead 
to a  quick victory of the left as it becomes the pole of a ttra c t io n  
for all democrats.
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MIDDLE EAST 
BACKGROUND
A member of the Jewish community in N.S.W. traces 
the history of the conflict between Jews and Arabs in the 
Middle East, and points the way to a solution.
TH E ARAB W ORLD is in a state of continuous social and 
political revolution, in some of the Arab countries reaching a stage 
of nationalisation of foreign enterprises and big Arab-owned 
undertakings. Since 1955 a radical change has occurred in the 
foreign policy of Egypt and Syria. T he Western imperialist 
powers, to safeguard their enormous oil interests, endeavored to 
arrest and reverse the Arab revolution, using intrigues, coups, 
direct aggression and military intervention by the pro-Western 
Middle East states. These activities have brought an increase of 
animosity and tensions and could lead to a world war.
This imperialist policy found its expression in the prompting 
of Israel, Turkey and Iraq to attack Egypt and Syria in 1955, in 
invasion of Egypt in 1956, in the intervention of the US and 
Britain in Lebanon and Jordan in 1958 as preparation for inter­
vention in Iraq, and in goading Israel and Jordan to attack Syria 
in 1966/67. The recent war in the Middle East was basically the 
outcome of this policy. These plans to topple the revolutionary 
regimes and to arrest the Arab revolutions have repeatedly failed, 
due to the actions of the Soviet Union and strong opposition from 
the Arab and neutral nations.
At the end of the Second World War Palestinian Jewry 
started a struggle for independence and against restrictions on 
Emigration by Britain, the Mandatory Power. T he outcome of this 
struggle was the establishment on November 29, 1947, by decision 
° f the United Nations, of Jewish and Arab states, politically 
separate but economically joined, a decision fully backed by the 
Soviet Union and other socialist countries. In the last resort 
11 was the outcome of the struggle of the Israelis, who defeated 
the Arab armies (armed and officered by the British) which invaded 
Israel in defiance of the U N  decision.
This invasion led to the failure of the establishment of the 
Arab Palestinian state, and contributed to the creation of the huge 
number of Arab refugees in areas adjacent to Israel. This refugee
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Very soon, however, the young Israeli state changed its policy. 
It received big American grants and loans and entered into close 
relationship with the United States. In accordance with the philo­
sophy of Ben Gurion and other Zionist leaders that “Israel is situ­
ated in Asia only geographically”, the Israeli government soon 
adopted a one-sided pro-Western orientation which at all times 
supported the colonial powers against the Asian and Arab nations. | 
Thus Israel supported Britain in 1952 against Egypt, Holland 
against Indonesia, France against Algeria, the West against China 
and Tshombe against the Congolese liberation movement.
T he military attack on the town of Gaza on February 28 
1955 opened a new page in the Israeli policy towards the pro- j 
gressive Arab states, Ben Gurion claiming that the attack was 
an answer to the infiltrations of Gaza strip refugees into the 
Israeli border areas for the purpose of stealing, sabotage and 
killing. However, the timing of this and other punitive military 
expeditions against Egypt and Syria (Gaza February 1955, Khan 
Yunis September 1955, Nitzana November 1955 and Lake Tiberias 
December 1955), the depth of penetration into Arab territory, the 
great number of troops involved and the fact that the scope of 
Arab infiltrations has increased as a result of these military 
expeditions, bear witness that these attacks served the imperialist 
aim of driving the reluctant Arab states into the Bagdad pact.
Ben Gurion’s policy aimed at ‘seeking a military pact with the 
US’. In the Israeli parliament on November 9 1955 he said Israel 
aimed at solving the Israel-Arab conflict in ‘an active way’, by 
military means with the help of the imperialistic powers. This 
policy eventually led to the (for Israel) disastrous French-British- 
Israeli invasion of Egypt on October 29, 1956.
In 1955, as a result of their national liberation revolutions, 
Egypt and Syria abandoned their uncompromising stand ag a in s t 
the existence of the Israeli state. Under their leadership, a t  the 
Bandung Conference in April 1955, the Arab states adopted a 
policy of neutrality and coexistence and of ‘peaceful settlement of 
the Palestinian question on the basis of implementation of the 
UN resolution on Palestine’. (The Facts o f  the Bandung C o n fe re n c e -  
D. W. A. Baker, p. 29.) Moreover, in 1956 President N asser 
approached Syria, Jordan and Lebanon with a request that A rab  
demands for reducing Israeli territory to frontiers allotted to Israel 
by the U N  in 1947 should be discarded in favor of a more 
moderate and practical plan. (Davar, organ of Mapai, 1/6/1956.)
However, after the invasion of Egypt in 1956 the attitude of 
the Arab states to Israel changed radically, extremists in Egyp1- 
and Syria coming out with the theory that ‘Israel is a creation of 
imperialism’, that the state of Israel should be eliminated, and
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that the Jews who came to the country after 1948 should be 
deported.
After February 1966, when the left wing of the Baath Party 
came to power in Syria, the US and Britain again resorteci to 
their old method of using the pro-Western Middle East powers to 
overthrow governments choosing the non-capitalist path of devel­
opment. Thus Jordan in 1966 threatened to invade Syria to 
prevent it going Communist (Hussein’s statement of 8 /10 /66) and 
organised several unsuccessful coups in Syria. On the other hand, 
Israel carried out several mass attacks against Syria (the major 
ones on July 14 1966 and on April 7 1967, when the Israeli war 
planes reached Damascus) and against Jordan (on November 13 
1966 as ‘a warning against Syria’). Levi Eshkol, the present Prime 
Minister of Israel, claimed, like Ben Gurion in his time, that the 
sole purpose of the punitive military expeditions was to stop the 
activities of Arab sabotage and terror groups operating in the 
border territory. However, many facts indicate that the ‘retaliatory 
acts’ were in reality a continuation of Ben Gurion’s policy.
Firstly, soon after the progressive Syrian Government came to 
power, the US for the first time supplied officially and directly 
to Israel much military equipment, including tanks and jet 
bombers, and it is hard to imagine that this act was an entirely 
disinterested one.
Secondly, two years ago the Israeli Government suddenly prevented 
Syrian farmers, who in accordance with the armistice agreement 
used to attend to their plots of land in the demilitarised zone 
without any permits, from doing so. (Communist Party of Israel 
Bulletin, January 1967, p. 16.)
Thirdly, the Government of Jordan took some measures to prevent 
Arab terrorists from entering the Israeli territory, and the Syrian 
Government, according to the pro-Zionist Israeli journal New Out­
look (October-November 1966, p. 4)
"'as unable to prevent partisan  actions by the  Al-Fatah terrorist organisation, 
while^ it could not, for prestige reasons, attack them  or refuse to share their 
Rlory’ . . . and the Israeli au thorities were certainly aware of this situation.
Fourthly, high officers and government officials threatened on 
many occasions to take military action to overthrow the Syrian 
Government (General Y. R abin’s statements in Be Mahaneh of 
eptember 10, 1966 and of May 1967), and on May 9, 1967 the 
sraeli parliament authorised the Government to carry out military 
Actions against Syria.
However, Arab chauvinism constituted a great danger to Israel 
nd has played into the hands both of imperialists and of reaction- 
rV circles in Israel. Both reactionary and progressive Arab states 
Ve claimed that Israel is simply a creation of imperialism and
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should be eliminated, and that all Jews who came to Israel after 
1948 should be deported. This view was peddled at anti- 
imperialist and peace gatherings, even Israeli communist and pro­
gressive delegates being often barred from meetings because Arab 
delegates threatened a boycott.
T h e Palestine Organisation and Army of Liberation, whose 
aim is to ‘liberate’ Palestine by means of war and terror, were I 
active in the Arab countries, and since the beginning of 1965 the 
sabotage and terror groups of A l-Fatah’, organised by the pro- 
Chinese circles following Mao Tse-tung’s ideas, operated in the 
Israeli border areas. Since 1966 they were joined by the ‘Heroes 
of Return’ organised by the Army of Liberation of Palestine, and 
up to the end of 1966 over 70 acts of sabotage and terror took 
place, involving 11 killed and 58 wounded.
Following the Israeli raids of July 1966, top Syrian leaders, 
in their statements, supported the terrorist acts and proclaimed 
that ‘people’s war for liberation of Palestine’ and 'guerilla warfare 
to liquidate Israel’ had started (C.P. of Israel Bulletin, December 
1966, p. 29 and November 1966, p. 8.) So although Arab 
chauvinism was greatly strengthened as a result of the pro-imper­
ialist policy initiated by Ben Gurion in 1955, it was expressed 
in such a racist and intolerable way that Israelis and Jewish people 
all over the world had to oppose it strongly, and rightly so.
Arab chauvinism resulted, as chauvinism does, in something 
very harmful for the Arab people— it provided a justification for 
aggressive acts of the imperialists and reactionary Israeli circles. 
It stimulated chauvinism in return and united the overwhelming 
majority of the Israeli people behind Israel’s policy of retaliation.
And yet there are many people in Israel striving for peace. 
In 1951, 1952 and 1954 half of the Israeli adult population sign ed  
peace petitions. In 1957 the C.P. of Israel, Mapam (left soc ia lists), 
Hapoel Hamizrachi and Agudath Israel (religious workers and 
orthodox Jews) strongly criticised the whole system of retaliation-
Dr. Nahum Goldman, President of the W orld Jewish Congress, 
has for many years urged the Israeli Government to adopt a policy 
of neutrality and integration into the Middle East. In the years 
1966-1967 the two Communist Parties of Israel, Mapam and a 
substantial number of intellectuals, have urged that the “Israeli 
Government give up the system of military retaliation” and “adopt 
instead a high standard of border control, as an answer to A rab  
sabotage and terror acts”.
T he Israeli leaders, however, have paid no heed to this ca ll 
of reason as the only way to peace with the Arabs. They have 
preferred to proceed with a policy of co-operating with im p e r ia lism  
and of dealing with the Arabs from ‘positions of strength’. They
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have refused to admit any refugees to Israel. Some time ago, while, 
on a visit to W ashington, Prime Minister Levi Eshkol declared: 
“The admittance even of 100,000 Arab refugees to Israel would 
be an atom bomb for Israel.”
On the Arab side, up to 1964, Arab Communists took a correct 
stand in the spirit of internationalism, at their conference in 
Prague in 1964 adopting a resolution advocating a peaceful solu­
tion of the Israeli-Arab conflict based on recognition of mutual 
rights of all. Unfortunately in 1966 the Arab Communist Parties 
reversed their stand and adopted at their conference a resolution 
supporting the Palestinian Liberation Front, which stands for a 
holy war against Israel. In these circumstances the call of the 
' Communist Parties and progressive forces in Israel and elsewhere 
to refrain from the use of force was unable to prevent the pro- 
American and pro-imperialist policies of Ben Gurion and of the 
subsequent Israeli Government, which strove to solve the Israeli- 
Arab conflict by military means and with the help of the imperial­
ist powers, leading to the recent Israeli-Arab war, which resulted 
in much destruction, suffering and bloodshed.
T he war solved nothing. It has increased mutual suspicions 
and hatreds. It has magnified the economic difficulties of Israel 
, and its political isolation. It has made the solution of the Israeli- 
Arab conflict much more difficult. Some time ago Israel refused 
to admit even 100,000 Arab refugees; today it has almost one and 
a half million Arabs in the occupied territories, half of them  
. unemployed.
Sometimes it is said that Israel, which has a weak economy 
and is surrounded by a hostile Arab world, has no choice but to 
Pursue a partisan pro-American policy. It is pointed out that 
Israel gets yearly, in addition to American grants, over 100 m illion  
dollars from American Jewry in the form of appeals and indiv- 
' lc*ual donations. However, in present international conditions, 
When substantial differences exist on many questions among the 
Western powers, when the opposition to US foreign policy is 
voiced from many quarters, when many nations adopt, with benefit, 
, a policy of neutrality, and when more and more Jews all over 
e world, including in the US, are beginning to realise how neces- 
Sat7  ^ is for Israel to adopt a policy of neutrality, of no identifi­
cation with either bloc and of integration into the M iddle East, 
£ option of such a policy by Israel is not only possible but is 
olutely necessary.
k Soviet policy in the M iddle East has been open to criticism  
ecause unjustified statements were from time to time made by 
viet representatives at the U N  and elsewhere, comparing zionism  
h nazism. Such statements antagonised many democrats and
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progressive people throughout the world, and could be interpreted 
by the Arabs as the green light for their anti-Israel chauvinism. 
T he breaking off by the Soviet U nion of trade relations with Israel i 
after the invasion of Egypt in 1956 and non-resumption ever since, 1 
while trading with Britain and France, the main culprits of the 
invasion, could also be interpreted by the Arabs and others to 
mean that Israel and not the Western powers is the imperialism  
of the M iddle East and the main enemy of the people. And it is I 
said with some justification that more forthright statements indi­
cating that the Soviet Union is not only for the legitimate rights 
of the Palestinian Arabs but also for the legitimate rights of 
Israel, might have helped to moderate the influence of chauvinist 
sentiments among the Arabs.
Nevertheless it is widely recognised that the Soviet Union 
played a positive and very effective role in the recent events in 
restraining aggressive and extremist forces. And in general, Soviet 
policy in the Middle East has been conducted in accordance with 
the principles of internationalism and support for progressive 
social development. The Soviet U nion has supported the Arab 
struggle against imperialism, for independence, social reforms and 
progress by diplomatic and material means. On many occasions 
it prevented the overthrow of progressive revolutionary regimes 
of the M iddle East. It stood for ‘mutual respect l'or sovereignty 
and territorial integrity of all states in the Middle East’, and ‘for 
the settlement of international problems exclusively by peaceful 
means’, (e.g., the Khruschov-Nasser statement in Moscow of May 
1958). It stood for ‘improvement of relations with all states of the 
Middle East’. (Khruschov’s speech at the banquet in honor of 
Egyptian General Abdul Hakim Amer of 28/10/58, Pravda No- 
14691.)
Mr. Kosygin’s speech at the U N  in which, expressing u n e q u i­
vocal support for the Arab states against attack and aga in st 
imperialism, he categorically said:
Every people enjoys the  righ t to establish an  independent national state ot 
its own. T h is  constitutes one of the  fundam ental principles of the  policy 
of the Soviet Union,
may well prove historic. This speech is greatly assisting the re­
appraisal taking place among the Arabs, and has already been 
praised in a statement by the ambassadors of twelve Arab states-
This, together with a  stronger stand against ch au v in is t 
elements by all progressive Arabs, and the continued struggle ot 
peace-loving and realistic forces in Israel, is the only way in w hich  
a stable peace in the M iddle East w ill eventually be realised on the 
only possible basis—mutual recognition of Jews and Arabs of the 
legitim ate rights of both peoples, and joint opposition to imper1' 
alist domination and manipulation.
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ORBIT OF CHINA, 
by Harrison Salisbury.
Seeker and Warburg. 222p p . 
$ 3 .85 .
TH IS BOOK, by a trained  and p e r­
ceptive, though not deep observer 
makes fascinating reading.
H arrison Salisbury, life-long jo u rn ­
alist and now Assistant M anaging 
E ditor of the  New York T im es, last 
year undertook with his wife, C har­
lotte, a 30,000-mile journey, visiting 
most countries close to, o r  as the  title 
has it, in the “orb it of” China.
L ater in  the year he  visited N orth 
Vietnam, from  which his despatches 
deservedly achieved world headlines, 
especially his rejection of US claims 
of “no civilian casualities", and his 
interview w ith Pham  Van Dong, 
confirming th a t cessation of US 
bom bing could lead to negotiations.
Before dealing with his conclusions 
we wing our way with Salisbury to 
Cambodia, where he reveals Central 
Intelligence Agency—South V ietnam ­
ese train ing  of the so-called “C am ­
bodian Freedom M ovem ent” used 
for forays in to  Cambodia along the 
frontier.
O '1 to T hailand  and the  big 
American build-up—15,000 to 35,000 
troops in the  first n ine m onths of 
*966. six great air bases including 
Sattahip with 11,500 foot runways, 
and (when com pleted th t biggest 
naval base in the  Far East.
*n Laos, Salisbury claims, opium  is 
he key, and is in the  hands of the 
uom intang troops who had  retreat- 
j, from  Yunnan in 1949. These 
M T troops were la te r replenished
w ith CIA assistance. Perhaps gener­
ously, he  holds th a t “although  there 
was evidence of CIA links to  all of 
the partic ipan ts in the  (opium ) trade 
I d id  no t believe th e  CIA was a 
direct p a rtner. However i t  was an 
indirect beneficiary. Its interest was 
its intelligence and  possibly clan­
destine operations in C hina.”
From B urm a he quotes an A ir 
Force Com m ander who felt th a t the 
Americans had  already lost in Viet­
nam  “because they d id  no t u n d e r­
stand th a t the w hite m an could no 
longer fight in  Asia and w in.” And 
Prem ier Ne W in, w ho looks w ith 
horror on what US ‘aid’ is doing in 
SE Asia—“T h is  k ind  of aid  does no t 
help. I t  cripples, it paralyses . . .” 
he  says.
In  Japan , m any influential people 
Salisbury records, “still though t in 
term s of the  Japanese dream  of an 
‘East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere’ ” 
(which was to include A ustralia— 
E.A.). On the  basis of Ja p a n ’s in ­
dustrial advance “some are beginning 
to add up  w hat this m eans in terms 
of world pow er”, and to hanker after 
nuclear weapons—a question  which 
was “on the agenda before China 
exploded he r first nuclear device.”
T hese are m atters bearing  very 
m uch on A ustralia’s fu tu re  and 
foreign policy, which have been ig­
nored for too long in this country, 
including by the left.
Salisbury’s observations on the 
Soviet Far East and  M ongolia are 
also well worth reading, b u t le t us 
now push on to the  conclusions.
W hat prom pts Salisbury’s journey­
ing is the  consum ing fear, shared no 
doub t by o th er h igh-ups on  his paper 
and by a  significant section of the 
US ru ling  class, th a t Am erica is on 
a collision course w ith C hina, a 
course which they feel could only 
result u ltim ately in  a world nuclear 
war and  universal devastation, b u t 
above all v irtual destruction of the 
U nited  States itself.
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It is from  this viewpoint that 
Salisbury advances his solution:
Standstill, de-escalation and some 
approach to a settlem ent in Vietnam.
By this and subsequent steps, for 
the US to show its desire, no t for 
victory in V ietnam  b u t for a solu­
tion which would place the fate 
and  fu tu re  of SE Asia in Asian 
hands.
T o  help  (drag, if necessary) China 
in to  the  com m unity of nations, in ­
stead of isolating her.
T o  assist technically and in all ways 
to solve th e  food and population 
problem  In  China.
One could perhaps end a review 
at this po in t, and on a very positive 
note, which the book deserves. But 
the  assum ptions, reasoning and ideol­
ogy beh ind  the  a u th o r’s conclusions, 
m ainly serving the  cause of peace 
though these conclusions do, dem and 
some critical scrutiny.
Salisbury’s basic view is outlined on 
page 193: “W hen I looked a t the  dy­
namics of C hina—the chart of her 
rising population , the  ineffectual 
m easures being taken to  reduce the 
b irth -ra te ; the  relatively ineffective 
m eans being taken to increase food 
production— it seemed to me th a t one 
could project on a chart the  year 
w hen C hina’s ru lers w ould be forced 
in to  aggressive action across their 
frontiers in search of food for the 
rice-bow'ls of their people. And that 
date, I felt certain , m ust come up 
w ith in  the  next decade — possibly 
sooner if there  was a succession of 
bad  crop years.”
One can recognise th e  existence of 
a population-grow th problem , and 
th a t disagreem ent over economic 
policy is a basic factor in the ’cultural 
revo lu tion’, as this reviewer does, 
without sharing Salisbury’s simplistic 
view th a t population  pressure is the
basic de term inant in Chinese policy, 
and of m uch of world politics, and 
will soon result in  C hina acting 
aggressively.
(A sim ilar basic thesis on popula­
tion, incidentally, seemed to lie  be­
h in d  the  recent “O ur W orld” TV 
program).
My quarre l is no t with stress on 
the  existence of the  problem , bu t 
failure to recognise that it is the US 
w hich is acting aggressively, not 
China, and failure to even pose, let 
alone face up to, basic questions 
bearing  on  population  growth.
In  all under-developed countries 
there  is great ferm ent, having as its 
aim  the  changing of social structures 
in  ways which would bring  indust­
rialisation  and end the stagnation of 
the  village, the  cu ltu ral and o ther 
form s of backwardness which bear 
down on the  country as a whole.
A part from directly assisting pro­
duction  of food — and the  technical 
m eans to increase food supply faster 
th an  popu lation  for the  nex t half 
century  a t least are already know n  
—such social changes w ould begin to 
create conditions which have result­
ed in a fall in the  b ir th ra te  in all 
technically advanced countries.
T h e  reduction  in the b ir th ra te  in 
such countries is probably due  to a 
complex of reasons, b u t in  any case 
clearly indicates th a t w ith social 
changes b ringing rising standards of 
living and culture, education in b irth  
contro l w ould succeed in a way im­
possible in  under-developed countries.
Yet such social changes a re  pre­
cisely w hat Am erican power aims to 
p reven t in  Vietnam , L atin  America 
and o th er areas. Changes such as 
cannot be achieved w ithout social 
revolution in India, where the  peas­
an t has little  incentive to  increase 
production , even had  he the  means.
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since most of it would be taken in 
payment for generations-old debts.
F urther, the American world-wide 
exploitation of under-developed 
countries which the Vietnam  w ar is 
seen as a key in m aintaining, also acts 
| •’ powerfully against those social changes 
which would bring  lower b irth ra tes  in 
their wake.
Ill Chile it is estim ated th a t the 
copper deposits are liab’e to be ex­
hausted by the end of the century. 
Since the m ain profits go out, to the 
US, how will Chile be able to in ­
dustrialise? O r the oil producing, 
the tin  producing, the banana, the 
coffee or cocoa producing countries?
These facts contain some of the 
reasans why those favoring social 
revolution are less frightened by the 
'population  explosion’ though they 
recognise the  problem , than  those who 
cannot see past support for the cap- 
, italist system and its world-wide chain 
of interests.
Perhaps that is why Salisbury is 
not over-sanguine of being able to 
avoid the ‘war of races’ on th e  verge 
of v.'hich he  sees the world standing. 
But we can all support the  thought 
with which he concludes his book:
T h e  first steps would be the  most 
difficult. Many Americans would 
th ink them  politically impossible.
I Vet the  choice was clear. America 
m ust act o r face possible obliteration . 
Better the political courage to take 
tough decisions . . . than  the hesi­
tation or hypocrisy which would 
“ oom us all to disaster.”
E.A.
t h e  s u n  k i n g ,
Nancy Mitford.
Hamish Hamilton. $ 7 .3 5 .
LOUIS XIV has become alm ost a fash­
ionable subject for historians. I t  is 
not long since we had W . H. Lewis’
ann StUdies of Thc Splendid  C entury; 
now Nancy M itford has worked
back from  the inid-18th century which 
she loves so dearly to the  late  17 th 
again.
Engels used to com plain of the self- 
styled m arxists who fling the  phrase 
“historical m aterialism ” around  as a 
sort of charm  to ward off the necessity 
of actual historical research. M itford 
is an excellent an tido te  to these 
people. She has genuinely soaked h e r­
self in the period, and  has all its 
detail a t her pen ’s end. N ot th a t she 
claims to have w ritten  a history of the 
period; she takes aim  only a t its 
central figure, the King himself, bu t 
she sees him  in dep th  and  in  his 
context. She uses th e  contem porary 
eyes of the  artists who depicted Louis 
XIV, the diarists of the  court who 
w hispered about him , the  ambassadors 
who weighed him up, the statesm en 
and priests who counselled him , and 
some at least of the women who slept 
w ith him .
W hat is more, she gives pictures of 
all these people themselves, as she 
does of the  palaces Louis lived in, the 
fu rn itu re  of his rooms, th e  spurs he 
rode w ith and the  surgeon’s k it th a t 
he was bled with. P ictures in pain t 
by R igaud, Poussin, Largilliere, Bosse 
and anonym ous portraitists; pictures 
in words by Saint-Simon, D angeau, Se- 
vigne and nameless diarists and scan­
dalmongers. Every page of the book 
is pictorial, vivid, glowing, detailed, 
flavored w ith affection and malice.
Yet there  is not too m uch detail 
or too m uch affection. T h ere  are 
countless little  stabbing touches that 
bring  characters and m anners in to  
sudden life. One understands the Due 
de Nevers a little  b e tte r on being told 
th a t he was once im prisoned for bap ­
tizing a pig. One discovers (at last!) 
why C ham illart Was m ade a Privy 
Councillor: ‘‘he was alm ost th e  only 
courtier who could give the King a 
decent game of b illiards”. Long ser­
mons on m egalom ania w ould have 
been fa r less illum inating  th an  such 
details are.
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W hat the  details add up to is a 
lively and highly credible view of an 
astonishing event: the  creation, and 
then  the  destruction, of a  great, civil­
ised nation-state. Louis was, in a way, 
a  com pound of Cromwell and the  two 
C harles’s, First, assembling a team of 
b rillian t commoners, he  destroyed the 
power of his rowdy nobles, and set 
up  the  state  which he rightly saw as 
himself. T h en , over-adulated, feared, 
lonely, he  w ithdrew  himself; and his 
great creation went to smash. I t  is by 
sheer fluke th a t there  was no t civil 
war when he died.
In spite of p len tifu l recent examples, 
Louis XIV rem ains the  classic instance 
of w hat an individual can achieve 
while he  swims w ith the tide of 
history; and  of w hat dam age a cult 
of th a t indiv idual can do when the 
tide turns.
Nancy M itford writes with ease, dash 
and elegance. She carries he r vast 
load of inform ation  gracefully. T he 
book which she has w ritten  is an ad­
m irable one for th e  reader who already 
knows even a little  abou t the  period. 
For the  beginner, there are a  few 
traps. M itford overrates the  accuracy 
of Saint-Simon. She even believes him  
when he im putes cowardice to the 
Due du  M aine in  the  cam paign of 
1695. I do hope th a t she will have 
h ad  access, before ano ther edition of 
this book is p rin ted , to the memoirs 
of M ajor-General de Saint-H ilaire—an 
eyewitness of the  facts—who blows 
this p a rticu la r b it of ducal slander 
in to  th in  air.
Jo h n  M anifold
TH E LONG V O Y A G E , 
by Jorge Semprun. Formentor 
Prize Winner.
W eidenfeld & Nicolson, 2 3 6  
pp. $ 2 .2 5 .
JO R G E  SEM PRUN has w ritten a re­
m arkable novel. In  prose as spare 
and  sinewy as an outback stock-rider, 
it  is an  intensely personal docum ent
7fi
th a t makes one w ant to know more, 
m uch m ore about th e  author.
T h e  actual facts I have are  very [ 
few. Sem prun is a  Spaniard, a 
“Spanish R ed” of the  1930’s who i 
crossed th e  fron tie r in to  France in j 
1936 and later jo ined up w ith a j 
French Resistance group. Sent to 1 
Auschwitz concentration cam p, he 
survived to w rite th ij book nearly 
twenty years la te r when th e  long 
voyage from  Com piegne to Auschwitz, 
th e  long voyage from  life to  almost 
certain  death , the  long voyage for | 
160 m en jam m ed in to  one cattle 1 
truck  for days and nights on end, 
could be relived and w ritten  about.
H e still lives in Paris. I  believe 
an o th er novel of his is being filmed. [
However, through his hero Manuel 
I do in  fact feel th a t I know Jorge 
Sem prun qu ite  well. T hey share a 
comm on background and m any ex­
periences. T h e  character th a t emer­
ges is ou tstand ing  and, for me, ut- J 
terly adm irable.
M anuel is a political m an, one 
who has fought against Franco and 
w ho sees his political activity in terms | 
of freedom . He has never been more 
free th an  when he was arrested. W hat 
“ le ft” of the  th irties and forties will 
no t warm  to this passage: “ . . . we 
become identified w ith one another 
to  the  ex ten t th a t we partake of this 
freedom . A nd it  is to the  ex ten t that j 
we partake  of this freedom  th a t we 
get ourselves arrested . . . I ’m no t im­
p lying th a t we all partook equally of 
th a t freedom  common to us. Some  ̂
people . . . partake accidentally 
th is freedom  which is common to us. 
Perhaps they freely chose the  resis­
tance, th e  clandestine life, b u t since 
then  they have been living on the 
in itia l im pulse of th a t free act . • 
they are no t living their freedom- , 
they are ensconced in it.”? A nd h o ^  
m any will feel a  shamefaced identi­
fication w ith those who are so en­
sconced? All too few of us have re" 
m ained free in M anuel’s terms.
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M anuel is a strong, young, vigorous 
man, a m an who loves wine, food 
and the  w inter strength and  beauty 
of the  countryside. He loves ideas 
expressed in books, in m usic and  p ic­
tures, in argum ent and discussion.
M anuel thinks sweetly and tenderly 
of women, although there  is no t a 
real love scene in the book, and as 
sweetly and tenderly of his comrades 
in the  Resistance, with th e ir incred­
ible bravery and heart w arm ing fool­
hardiness.
M anuel hates only one th in g  — 
fascism. H e hates it as m any of us 
did and as a smaller num ber of us 
still do, because of the  way it de­
grades, b lunts and destroys even 
those who do not know w hat is 
happening to them . I should like 
everyone who ever felt this ha tred  
and all those who a r t  too young to 
have known fascism in its m ost b ru ta l 
m anifestation to read this book and 
take this long voyage w ith M anuel 
and Jorge Semprun.
T hey  w ould learn or re-learn from 
it som ething of the passion and ded i­
cation felt by m illions du rin g  the  
purest and most unselfish period of 
their lives.
I have ju st read this book. I t  was 
published in 1963, alm ost twenty 
years after the au th o r’s Long Voy­
age, bu t I  feel, with the  publishers, 
that it will continue to be read long 
a ter everyone who shared Sem prun’s 
experience is long dead.
L o r r a in e  S a l m o n .
A U STR A LIA N  LABOR  
RELATIONS r e a d i n g s ,
Edited by J. E. Isaac &
W- Ford, 527  pp, 
Sun Books, $ 3 .50 .
T H E  CO-EDITORS of th is book have 
c ,,rnc< ,t*’e blessings of those interest- 
in A ustralian labor relations. For 
lnging together the twenty-five
readings contained in it, p lus four 
extensive lists of references, will for­
ever save such a person the great 
am ount of tim e requ ired  to m ake 
such an essential collection by one­
self.
A lthough the  book is prim arily  
designed for the  use of students in 
labor relations courses at universities, 
the hope is expressed th a t it will also 
be of interest to a w ider public  such 
as advocates, union officials, industrial 
officers and public servants.
T h is hope should be fulfilled, as 
the  book is good value for both bulk 
and for content. $3.50 fo r 527 pages 
is good value for paper, while the 
contents are good value as they are 
well selected to cover a wide spectrum  
of aspects of labor relations. T h e  
book would therefore be a w orth ­
while addition  to the  library  of any­
one interested in the  subject, no t 
only for study bu t also for reference.
T h e  title  is perhaps a  b it m is­
leading, in  so far as m ost of th e  con­
tents are designed to develop a bette r 
understand ing  of the  a rb itra tion  
system, although this adm ittedly is a 
m ajor factor in labor relations in 
Australia.
In  passing, I notice th a t the book 
was p rin ted  in H ong Kong, and 
possibly most of those connected w ith 
its p roduction  would be Chinese. If 
any of them  read it w hile i t  was in 
p roduction , there m ust have been 
some puzzlem ent over the  strange 
ways of those inscrutable Australians!
I t  is no t possible irTft b rief review 
such as this to deal specifically w ith 
a num ber of readings ranging over 
such a wide field, particu larly  when 
m any of them  can open up ex ten­
sive debate on the  aspect they deal 
w ith. So only two general comments 
are made.
T h e  first comm ent is th a t the 
balance of A ustralian Labor R ead­
ings is interesting in  the  ligh t of
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curren t events. Parts 1, 2 and 3 on 
Industria l Conflict, T rad e  Unions, 
and Em ployer Associations respec­
tively take up  in all about 260 pages, 
while P art 4 on Industrial Regulation 
and Collective B argaining takes up 
about 225 pages.
T h is is probably a rough measure 
of the  relative im portance of the 
four m atters in the  field of industrial 
relations. B ut P a rt 4 is given an 
added interest now because of the 
opening era  of wage fixation by the 
in troduction  of the  total wage in 
1967, for this new developm ent can­
no t b u t intensify the  debate w ithin 
the  trade un ion movement as to 
which of th e  two pa ths the trade 
un ion  m ovem ent should follow.
T h e  second com m ent is th a t a 
striking feature  of the book is the 
alm ost com plete absence of any 
original readings from  the  trade 
un ion  m ovem ent. T h e  book correct­
ly po in ts o u t th a t they are an integ­
ral p a rt of the  arb itra tion  system, 
which could no t in  fact operate w ith­
ou t th e ir co-operation. B ut of the
16 authors of the readings, 13 are 
academics, 2 officers of the Common­
w ealth Commission and one a public 
servant when he w rote his reading.
T h e  only reading from  the  trade 
un ion m ovem ent is a rep rin t of the 
resolution passed a t the  1965 ACTU 
Congress on the Penal Provisions. 
T h ere  are also no items in th e  ex­
tensive reference lists indicating trade 
un ion m aterial.
T h is situation  is no t the fau lt of 
the  co-authors, bu t of the  trade union 
movement. I t  raises the  d isturbing 
question in the  m ind  of any though t­
ful trade  un ionist as to w hether this 
ap p aren t paucity  of creative th ink ing  
by the  m ovem ent really m eets the 
needs of the  p resent times.
T h a t perhaps this is one explana­
tion for th e  way in  which the em­
ployers are m aking rings round  the
trade  unions. T h a t perhaps the 
em ployers’ success is due to their 
ability  to engage in creative thinking 
as to th e ir policies and, if necessarv, 
to abandon tim e honored concepts 
th a t have become outm oded for them,
T h a t  the  A rb itration  Commission, 
too, has been doing some hard 
th ink ing  on its part, as dem onstrated 
by its 1967 decision. T h a t th is hard 
th ink ing  in o ther quarte rs is no t ap­
paren tly  being m atched by equivalent 
h a rd  th inking by the  trade unions as 
to th e ir policies. And will the  1967 
A C TU  Congress show th a t some hard  
th ink ing  has taken place, o r will it 
adop t th e  same pedestrian a ttitude  
of previous Congresses and so leave 
the  trade union m ovem ent th a t m uch 
fu rth e r behind?
J. H u t s o n .
(Mr. H utson is a Research Officer of 
the  Com bined Research C entre of the 
A m algam ated Engineering U nion and 
the  Boilerm akers’ and Blacksm iths’ 
Society. — Ed.)
T H E  PSYCH O LO G Y OF 
LEARNING, 
by R. Borger and A.E.M . 
Seaborne. 
Pelican. 2 4 9  pp. 80c. 
T H E  SENSES, 
by O. Lowerstein. 
Pelican. 2 1 6  pp. 80c.
DESPITE T H E  A TT EM PT S of some 
psychologists to  reduce the  whole of 
learn ing  to a single princip le (e.g. re­
inforcem ent, conditioning) the  p ro ­
cesses by which people acquire their 
hab its, skills, knowledge and abnor­
m alities rem ain very varied. Most of 
these processes, even the sim ple ones, 
a re  no t properly  understood scienti­
fically even though m any good rules 
of thum b exist to guide th e  learner 
o r teacher. Borger and Seaborne ou t­
line  bo th  the  scientific-theoretical
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problem s and the practical conse­
quences in  a num ber of areas of 
behavior. T h e  treatm ent is a t a non­
technical level and, despite th e  fact 
th a t contentious issues have been 
glossed over, the authors have w ritten  
a good in troduction  to the  subject. 
T eachers, high school students in ten d ­
ing to study psychology, as well as the 
laym an, will find it useful.
Lowenstein's book on the  structure  
and  functioning of the nervous system 
is, in  the  reviewer’s op in ion, a  book 
well w orth study by m arxists. T h e  
central issue which Lowenstein deals 
w ith is th e  mechanisms underly ing  our 
knowledge of the external world. Each 
of the  sensory systems (vision, hearing, 
taste, smell, touch, etc.) is dealt w ith 
in m uch the  same way. First the  gross 
struc tu re  of the  organ is ou tlined  and 
then details of its functioning are p re ­
sented. Stress is laid  upon  the  way in 
w hich the external stim ulus object 
gives rise to a p a rticu lar p a tte rn  of 
nervous system response. T h e  final 
chapters deal with the  transmission 
(am plification and processing) of these 
responses in the different parts of the 
nervous system on the  way to the 
b rain . T h e  last chapter discusses some 
of the  philosophical issues involved. 
T h e  reader should not be p u t  off by 
Lowenstein’s agnosticism. T h e  fu n d a­
m ental test that our knowledge is of 
the  external world and is correct 
comes from  practice ra th e r th an  from  
the  forcefulness of argum ents in panel 
discussion.
P.D.
T H E COM ONM W EALTH  
A N D  T H E UNITED  
NATIO NS, by T . B. Millar, 
Sydney University Press, 
$ 5 .5 0 .
DR. M ILLA R is concerned in this 
book w ith the  interactions of th e  B rit­
ish Com monwealth and  th e  U nited  
Nations. H e takes several m ajor in te r­
national disputes of th e  past twenty
years (though V ietnam  is a noticeable 
exception) and exam ines the  reactions 
of Commonwealth countries towards 
them , both w ithin the  Com monwealth 
sphere (as for exam ple a t Com m on­
wealth Prim e M inisters’ Conferences) 
and a t the UN itself. He deals with 
the Indian-Pakistan d ispute  over Kash­
m ir, th e  Suez crisis, the  Korean war, 
decolonisation w ithin the  C om m on­
wealth and racial disputes in South 
Africa.
H is m ain thesis, though only guard ­
edly developed, is th a t the  twenty-one 
nations comprising the Com monwealth 
have, up  till now, been be tte r able 
to understand each o th er’s position 
and a ttitudes at the  UN by v irtu e  of 
their being partners in the  Com m on­
wealth. He speaks of "an a ttitu d e , an 
idea about in ternational society”, and 
views the  Com m onwealth's ro le as 
prim arily  that of enabling  a freer 
exchange of ideas betw een its m em ­
bers than  would otherw ise be th e  case.
Beyond this, however, he  seems u n ­
willing to go, po in ting  ou t in  his 
final chap ter th a t those who argue 
that the  Com monwealth is m erely a 
'concert of convenience’ have neglect­
ed the em otional overtones of the 
Com monwealth notion  of which we in 
A ustralia  are only too well aware.
Instead, one of th e  m ain issues re­
garding the Com monwealth th a t Dr. 
M illar could well have devoted m ore 
space to is this question  of its nature . 
W hat exactly is i t  th a t holds the  
Com monwealth together despite all 
the shocks it has received, bo th  at 
the  UN and elsewhere, over recent 
years? I t  could well be th a t the  answer 
lies m ore in the sphere of mass public  
opinion than  in th e  diplom atic give- 
and-take of the UN or the  Prim e 
M inisters’ Conferences.
In  this sense too the  book seems 
already dated  (and perhaps any trea t­
m ent of V ietnam  w ould have d a ted  it 
even m ore), talk ing  about an  entity  
which is changing so rapid ly  th a t it
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seems to defy any effort to crystallise 
i t  or to draw  current generalisations 
about its role. For exam ple, Dr. 
M illar poin ts ou t th a t th e  UN initially 
recognised the  bloc n a tu re  of the 
Com m onw ealth by always allowing a 
C om m onw ealth country to sit as a 
non - p e rm anen t m em ber of the 
Security Council. B ut th is practice 
ceased in  1964 and the  im plication of 
this, for us in  1967, is an aspect of 
UN-Com m onwealth relations th a t Dr. 
M illar doesn’t discuss.
B ut the  m ain p o in t here  seems to 
lie  m ore in the  inheren t difficulties of 
the ever-developing topic than in any 
oversight on the  au th o r’s part. His 
book, especially w ith its A ppendix of 
the UN voting record of the  various 
C om m onw ealth countries, is a valuable 
con tribu tion  to an alm ost unexplored 
area of in te rnational relations.
L.N.C
T H E  STR A N G E CASE OF 
JFK A SSASSINATIO N  
FIGURES, by D avid W esh  
and W illiam  Turner.
A  Eureka Youth League 
Publication, 9  pp, 25c.
T H E  FA TE of key personnel sur­
round ing  th e  Kennedy assassination 
comes un d er discussion in a  new book­
le t ju st released on to  the  A ustralian 
m arket.
Bearing a  graphic pho to  of the  late 
President Jo h n  Fitzgerald Kennedy on 
the  fro n t page, it introduces the 
topic of the  rep o rt and, w ith the  aid 
of one parag raph , leaves the  reader 
in  no two m inds as to w hat he  can 
expect to experience.
“An unexplained afterm ath  of the 
Kennedy assassination is that at least 
ten  persons, each with some special 
knowledge of the tragedy, have died 
violent, peculiar o r m ysterious deaths,” 
it says.
A nd the contents of the booklet do 
justice to the front page promise. 
T h e  booklet reprin ts an article  that 
originally  appeared in the F'ebruary, 
1967, issue of Cosm opolitan.
T h e  Jan u ary  and M arch issues of 
the  Am erican magazine were freely 
available on A ustralian news-stands. 
T h e  February issue was strangely 
absent.
W ith  the  knowledge that they have 
p o ten tia l dynam ite in their hands, the 
au thors p u t forward definite evidence 
fo r th e ir case, bringing in to  th e  spot­
lig h t b la tan t discrepancies w ith in  the 
W arren  Commission report.
T h e  W arren  Commission, the 
au tho rs claim, "was set up  by Lyndon 
Johnson, was responsible to Johnson 
and respected a lawyer-client re la tion­
ship w ith Johnson. I t  was tru ly  the 
‘P residen t’s Commission’.’’
T h e  case is b u ilt around  the strange 
and violent deaths of key figures, and 
th e  fear engendered in  others who 
could possibly have valuable evidence 
on the  assassination.
T h e  article  pu ts forward this evi­
dence and questions why the  W arren 
Commission neglected to call some of 
the valuable witnesses.
T ru ly , for those who are no t satis­
fied w ith the  whitewash given the 
•ragic occurrence by the  big-business 
news sheets, this book is a m ust.
N.S.
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T he new members, who have been serving on the Board for 
varying periods of time are:
Jim  Baird, Research Officer of the Combined Research Centre 
of the Amalgamated Engineering U nion and 
Boilermakers and Blacksmiths’ Society.
Leon Cantrell, Teaching Fellow in English, University of 
Sydney.
T heo Moody, Sydney journalist.
Mavis Robertson, Publicity Officer, Communist Party of Aus­
tralia.
In Coming Issues . . .
In the next (October-November) issue, a number of prominent 
Australians write their thoughts for A LR  on the occasion of the 
50th anniversary of the Socialist Revolution in Russia. Contribu­
tors include James Aldridge, Marcus Oliphant, Jessie Street and 
Katharine Susannah Prichard.
Other articles soon to appear include:
The Congress of the Australian Council of Trade Unions. 
Activities of the Central Intelligence Agency.
Australia’s Water Problem.
Migration and the Labor Movement.
The Art of Daumier.
The Mass Media and Social Change.
Printed an d  published by D. B. Young Pty. Ltd., 168 Day S tree t, Sydney 
a t  21 Ross S treet, Forest Lodge.
SU BTLE FL AM E  
By K ath arin e  Susannah  P rich ard
This novel from one of Australia’s greatest writers ex­
am ines the vast, com plex pattern of contem porary life. 
It is a story about peace and of the poor, the fearful, the 
dow n trodden, the brave, the self-sacrificing who live 
out their lives in present day Australia.
A u stra lasian  Book Society . $ 3 .5 0  
ST O P THE BOM BING  
by M alcolm  Salm on
In this new  sixteen page pam phlet M alcolm  Salm on  
Tribune staff journalist describes his recent visit to North 
Vietnam . H e brings you an eye-w itness account of the U.S. 
bom bing raids, their effect on the population, measures 
taken against them, and their failure to break the spirit 
of the people. H e explains the basis o f the North Vietnam  
dem and that the bom bing must perm anently cease if 
a way to peace is to be found.
This pam phlet is available free from  168  D ay Street, 
Sydney. Phone: 2 6 -2 1 6 1 .
THE VIETN AM  PR O FITEE RS  
by V ic to r Perlo. Price 65  cents (posted 75  cents)
The enormous military bases and airports established  
by the Am erican adventurers in South V ietnam  are a 
dem onstration of far reaching strategic aims of the policy  
planners of the W hite H ouse and Pentagon. Not so well- 
known are the rich econom ic prizes, the trem endous 
natural wealth of this region, which Am erican presidents 
as far back as Eisenhower have vow ed  to  deny to  the 
rightful owners. N oted econom ist V ictor Perlo quotes 
chapter and verse to expose U .S . econom ic aims.
Current B ook Distributors P ty . Ltd., 1 6 8 -1 7 4  D ay  
Street, Sydney.
